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Continued frum No. 52. 
to an act to promc ¢ tue progress of the useful 
arts. 

(The 21 section ef the bill proposed to so extend 
the provisions of the 31 scciion of the act of 
March, 1837, which au'horizes the renewa! of pat- 
ents lost prior to the 15th December, 1836, as to 
allow a renewal! of those granted prior to that 
date, though they may have been subsequently 
lost. 

The 3d section provides that any person or per- 
sons who, by his, or her, or their own industry, 
genius, effor, and expeuse, may have invented or 
produced any new and original design, for a man- 
ufacture, ‘or the printing of woollen, silk, cotton, 
or other fabrics; fer 2 bust, statute, or bas relief, 
or any new an? useful pattern, or print, or picture, 
Bly make app cation in writing to the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, expressing suct desire; and the 
Commissioner, ©. due proceedings had, may graat 
& patent thereivr as in the case now, of application 
for a petent; rad providine that the fee shall be 
heif the sam paid by the respective applicanis, and 
the duratio. of s2id patent shall be 7 years. 

T::. 5th section defends the patentees in their 
rights, by attaching a penalty of $100 and cos's 
for a Vioiwtion such rights, to be :ccovered on 
action in the Uaied States disirict and circuit 
couris; one-half !9 go to the patent fund, and the 
other half to the person suing.] 

Mr. KERR explained, at great length, that the 
bill was intended :o apply the rights of patents to 
new objects, au! thereby bring additional revenue 
into the patent Cepartment, and to protect the rights 
of pateptees. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, if he understood the bill, it 
opened the coors as broadly to foreigners as it did 
to our own citizens; that any foreigner who makes 
an invention can proture a patent for i'; the only 
difference being the pr.ce tv be paid for ‘he same. 

Mr. KERR said the patent law would remain 
the same wader this bill as under existing laws, 
except as to the objects patentable. Foreigners 
under it (Seing Eag'ishmen) will have to pay $500 
for a paten'; French, and other nations, $300; but 
Americans only $40. 


Messrs. WRIGHT and CLAYTON maintained 
that such would be the construction of the bill, as 
the third section now read; and that foreigners, in- 
stead of paying $500 and $390, would oaly have 
to pay half that sum. 

Mr. MERRICK, to avoid sach construction, 
moved an amen?ment; which, after a few remarks 
by Messrs. PRESTON and STURGEON, as to 
their understanding of the section, was adopted. 

Mr. WRIGHT toek excepiion to the second 
section, which, he believed, weuld have the effect 
to enable pateutees, whose patents had expired, to 
come forward and obtain a pateat fer inventions 
which were in genera! use—such as ploughs and 
other agricultural inventions; and thus enable 
them to lay a heavy tax on those who happened 
to have those inventions in use. He was opposed 
to giving a renewal of a patent to any one under 
such circumstaaces. 


Messrs. KERR and HUNTINGTON saw no 
reason that the privileges shou!d not be extended 
to those whose patents had expired after as well as 
before the burning of the Patent Office building, 

The question now being on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he wished to ex- 
amine its provisions more fully, and moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill till 
tomorrow. The question was put, and the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Commitiee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Bryan, Harrison and Benjamin Young; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, withou 
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amendment, the join! resolution for the extension 
of certain contracts for carrying the mail. 

Mr. WALKER said he asked the indvigence of 
the Senate to correct a very gieat misapprehension 
of his remarks in the [otell:gencer ef this moroing. 
Under the head of their Congressiona! Analysis was 
the following statement: 

“But this was not all: the law lately passed to meet the Mc- 
Leou cise confers on the Supreme Court of the Unired States a 
jurisdiction the larger, just in proportion as you augment the 
number of aliens; and tat jurisdiction is not only of civil, but 
of criminal cases, 7 

(“Rather inexact, Mr. Waker, for one who, making laws, 
should understand them. “Crimtnal jurisdiction,” used in this 
way, Without the intimation even of any restriction, conveys 
the positive idea of the possession of all criminal cases what- 
ever, fiom the filliping of one’s nose up to murder in the first 






degree. Now, eves. vody knows that the law in question con- 
fers acriminal | icion limited to such cases as MeLeod’s, 
Wwieunot an ex jated man, who hes renourced the protec 


tion of his sovereign, but one acung directly under his orders, 
commits, in their execuuon, an act, not of personal, but of na- 
tioual violence, against a citizen of the United States. The 
legislator who teaches such an extreme misapprehension of the 
laws, runs some risk of being instrumenial tu their being broken 
aud set aside.’’] 


Now, if the Intelligeacer had chosen to refer to 
his speech on this bill, published at length in the 
Globe gf the 29h of July, they would have per- 

eived how erroneous wis this statement. In that 
speech he (Mr. W.) had proved, not that the bill in 
question embraced every criminal case, but that 
it was based on principles by which Congress, in 
its diseretion, might give to the Federal courts ex- 
Clusive jorisdiction in all cases, civil and criminal, 
in which an alien was a party; and the same 
remarks were repeated on the last occasion. This 
fact, too, must have been known to the I[ntelligen- 
cer, for they had before them his (Mr. W.’s) print- 
ed speech, and, also, that of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis, to which his (Mr. W.’s) wasa reply. 
Tu that specch, in defence of the McLeod bill, that 
Senator said, in his argument written out by him- 
self, and printed long since by the Intelligencer, 
as follows: 


But, Mr. President, on this question listen to a witness of the 
age of the Constitution; listen to the “genuine information de- 
livcred to the Legislature of the Siate oi Maryland relative to 
the proceedings of the general convention held at Philadelphia 
in 1787, by Luther Marun, esq, attorney general of Maryland, 
and one of the delegates in the said convention.” Mr. Martin, 
just returned from the convention, of which he had been an 
evergetic member, in the presence of one or more of his col- 
leagues in that body; in the presence of the House of Delegates 
of Maryland, to which he was making an elaborate repori of 
the deliberations and proceedings which had resulted in the 
Constitution, and an elaborate analysis of theConstitution itself, 
then and there employs this language: 

“The inquiry concerning, and trial of, every offence against, 
and breach of, the Jaws of Congress are also confided to its 
courts. The same courts, also, have the sole rizht to inquire 
concerning, and try, every offence, from the lowest to the 
highest, committed hy the citizens of any other State, or ofa 
foreign nation, against the Inws of this Stale, within its ter- 
ritory. And in allthese cases, the decision may be uitimately 
brought before the supreme tribunal, since the appellate juris- 
diction extendas to criminal, as weil as to civil cases.”’ 
Minutes of the Federal! Convention of 1787. 
baies, page 46. 

He. then, certainly believed that “controversies? embraced 
criminal controversies. I kiow he opposed and dreaded 
the Consutution. I even admire, although [ wonder at 
and disapprove, the solemn earnestness and energy of 
thought and expression with which he cautions the del- 
ezates of Maryland to dagh to the earth the cup of poi- 
son which the convention had commended to their lips. 
But he was then a man, as I have always heaid, of a 
most powerful and penetrating undersianding; trained by all 
the learning, and by the long exercise of his profession, and of 
perfeci integrity and honor. That ie rightly comprehended=he 
obdjecis and the provisions of the judicial power, would seem, n 
the highest degree. probable; that he wouid venture—ihe high- 
est law officer in Maryland—at the head of his profession—fresh 
from the sittings of the convention—in presence of his col- 
leagues—in presence ef the Legislature—to misstate these ob- 
jects and provisions, J do not believe. Certainly you cannot 
produce a particle of contemporaneous testimony in epposition 
to this, to be compared a moment with it for pertinence axd for 
strength.’ 


Here the Intelligencer had before them, in their 
own columns, in this very able argument in favor 
of the McLeod bill, the unequivocal statement that 
the bill could be extended, at the discretion of 
Congress, to embrace all the cases stated by him, 
of “every eff nce” committed by an alien, “from 
the lowest to the bighest;”’ or, as the Intelligencer 
states, “from the filliping of one’s nose up to mur- 
der.” And yet, for this statement made by him, 
and which was exacily true, and will not be ques- 
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tioned by any Scnator, the Intelligencer deemed 
bis (Mr. W.*s) misapprehension so great as to 
render lim more fit for a law-breaker than a Jaw- 
maker. Mr. W. said, after such extraordinary 
and most unwarrantable remarks of the Intelli- 
gencer, he conli not forbear to state, that 
never, as he believed, had any speech, written out 
at large by him, been republished by them. In 
this respect he desired no change, and made no 
complaint; on the contrary, he regarded this omis- 
sion rather as a compliment. But, inasmuch as 
the Intelligencer thought proper to withhold from 
their readers all his speeches written out at large 
by himself, he thought he had a right to ask 
that they would withhold all comment on those 
speeches; and especially that they would not sub- 
stitute their misappreh«nsion for the printed speech. 
It wasdue to candor that he (Mr. W.) should 
state that the Senator from Massachusetis had not 
placed his main reliance on the doctrine quoted 
from Luiher Martin; still he had stated his clear 
conviction that Congress might exercise such a 
power, and had made a most able and very elabo- 
rate argument to prove it. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceed- 
ed with the unfinished business of yesterday, (being 
the further consideration of the’revenue bill,) as in 
committee of the whole; the question pending be- 
ing on Mr. Benton’s amendment to strike out the 
word seven, and insert five, in the 9th Jine of the first 
section; which will be understood from the follow- 
ing extract of that part of the first section in which 
the word seven occurs: 

“On coarse wool manufactured, the value whereof, at the 


last port or place whence exported to the United States, shall 


be seven cents, or under, per pound, there shall be levied a duty 
of five per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. BENTON said that on this motion, as on all 
others to be made either by himself or others, he 
intended to be brief, limiting himself to the ex- 
planatory statements which were necessary to make 
his object known. He wished to have his share in 
the legislation of the session, and. for that purpose 
to offer the amendments which he deemed neces- 
sary to improve the character of the bill; but he 
did not wish to deiay the action of the body, and 
prolong a session already too lone. The bill be- 
fore the Senate was an important one—a tax bill 
cf 54 pages—and it was his right and his duty to 
attempt to improve it. He could not reconcile it 
‘0 any sense of duty to permit 54 pages of taxes to 
20 through the Senate without examination, and 
without attending to details, and the duties on items, 
in which all practical legislation depended. The 
present mo:ion was to reduce the minimum on wool 
from 7 cenis to Scents. By the bil!, wool was di- 
vided into two classes: above 7 cents cst, it is to 
pay a heavy duty, to wit: 3 cents per pound, and 
30 per centum on the value; costing less than 7 


cents, itis to pay but 5 per centum, which is the 
same as free. 


Now the object of the bill is revenue, and these 
rates defeat revenue: one is too high, the other too 
low. All the wool that is imported, will be so 
managed as to bring it under the 7 cents cost. 
This is proved by experience. The same classifi- 
cation of imported wool has been heretofore made— 
8 cents being given in place of 7—and what was 
the consequence? Why, that nine millions of 
pounds weight of foreign wool was imported at a 
value under 8 cents, to wit, at 74 cents; and 
only half a million pounds weight above the value 
of 8 cents. Thus, there was no revenue from 
wool! and thus it will be again; for although 7 
cents is substituted for 8, yet the universal reduc- 
tion of prices is greater than in that proportion; 
and the result will be the same under the minimum 
of 7asof 8. No revenue will be had from wool, 
and an injury will be done to agriculture. Wool 
isan agricultural prodact. All parts of our coun- 
try produce it, and produce al! qualities of it, and 
in any quantity that the manufacturers can con- 
sume. The argument on the other side is, that no 
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wool of this low-priced kind is grown in the United 
States. To which the answer might be, that this bill 
botends there shal! be none such; and, for tbat pur- 
pose, will take care to keep down the home prod- 
uct, by encouraging the foreign importation. Even 
if all should be fair, and no wool actually imported 
but that which cost less than 7 cents; still there 
would be an interference with our domestic wool; 
for this item, differing trom the rule established for 
other imporiations—the home valuation—takes the 
foreign cost for the ascertainment of the value; and 
we know that on the coasts of Asia Minor and 
in Suvth America, the sheep is worth almost noth- 
ing; and the wool is, consequently, purchased for a 
mere trifle. If ail was fair, there would still 
be a dangerous interference with home-grown 
wool; but all would not be fair! Good wool 
will be mixed up with coarse. Low prices in 
foreign ports—in A:ia and South America—will be 
provec: and wool worth much more than 7 cents 
the pound will be imported at 5 per centum—that 
is to say, {ree of duty—will be imported as costing 
less. Tois has been the case under the 8 cents 
limit, and will be under the 7; and thus, an injury 
will be worked both tu the revenue and to the agri- 
cultural interest of the country. Mr. B. showed 
that the bill contained provisions to counteract these 
frauds, which admitted heir existence; while the law 
Was impotent to prevent them. The true remedy 
Was, to make the limit so low, that it would only 
cover the really coarse wools; and he propose: 5 as 
the limit, which would effect thai object. Mr. B. 
said it was evidently to favor manufactures that 
this classification of wools was made, and nine mil- 
lions of pounds admitted tree of duty. Now, (Mr. B. 
said,) the manufacture which worked up a domestic 
material stood ona very different footing from those 
which worked up foreign materials. The former en- 
couraged our agriculture; the latier discouraged it. 
And of this character was the manufacture of this 
foreign wool. It was the manufacture of a foreign 
article; and if to thisis added that foreign soap is 
to be admitied free of duty, to wash it—foreign oil 
free, to grease it—and foreign ingredients free, to 
dye it—then the name of domestic manufacture 
would become fanciful and imaginary. There 
wouil be nothing domestic about it but the name. 
Mr. B. said that a further reason for making these 
coarse Wools pay some revenue to the treasury, was 
in the fact that the cloths manufactured out of them 
were powerfully protected by a heavy duty on for- 
eign woollens—no less than 40 per cent. on the 
home value, with 10 per cent. more if imported in 
a foreign vessel. Thus the manufacturer was to 
have the wool free, and then to havea large protec- 
tion on the cloth made out of it! 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 16, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, King, Linn, 
McRoberts, Preston, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—J5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Barrow. Bates, Bayard, Calhoun, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Simmons, Sprague, Tallmadge, Walker, White, and 
Woodbridge—26. 

Mr. PRESTON moved an amendment to the 
same portion of the first section. It was to change 
the words “five per cent.ad valorem,” to 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. EVANS did not approve of the proposed 
change. 


Messrs. PRESTON, KING, WOODBURY, and 
CUTHBERT supported the motion, on the ground 
that, if revenue were the object of the bill, a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem would best effect that 
object. 

It was opposed by Mr. EVANS, on the ground 
that the growih of coarse wool ought to be dis- 
couraged, and that of fine wool encouraged; which 
would be the effect of a low duty, or no duty at 
all, on coarse wool. 

Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 17, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Benton, Fulton, King, Linn, McRob- 


erts, Phelps, Preston, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, 
— Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 
_ 


NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow Bates, Bayard, Choate 
Clayton, Conrad,§ Crafts, ‘Crittenden, Dayton, fEvans, Gra- 











ham, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, and Woodbridge—25. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved an addition to the 30th 
section of the bill, to the effect that those small 
custom houses which do not receive as much mo- 
ney in revenue as they cost in expenses, be di:con- 
tinued. Heexplained his object, but was imper- 
fectly heard in the gallery. He was understood as 
pointing out the number of custom-houses in which 
the amount of expenditure exceeded the whole 
amount of revenue coliected, and the necessity of 
the reorganization which his amendment provided 
for. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that all the Senator said 
was very true; bat he had two objections to his 
amendment: one was, that it was improper to in- 
troduce, in a revenue bill, an organic law to reor- 
ganize the machinery of collecting revenue; anoth- 
er was, that it was right and proper in itself to keep 
up the custum-houses, even when the duties re- 
ceived did not amount to one-fourth of the expense. 
This expense was an outlay to secure the revenue 
received for the country at large. It prevented 
smuggling and frauds on the revenue, which would 
very seon be conspicuous if those custom-housez 
were withdrawn, The smugglers would be very 
glad, indeed, if those smal) custom-houses were 
abolished. 

Mr. WRIGHT acknowledged that the object the 
Senator from Ohio had in view was a very laud- 
able and desirable one, if it could be put in prac- 
tice, without doing more harm than good. The 
absence of a sufficiency of revenue to pay the ex- 
penses of small ports, was a strong evidence of the 
efficieacy of the arrangements for collecting rev- 
enue in the really commercial ports of entry. Im- 
portations to any great extent cannot legitimately 
be Iarge in any of those border ports, or the small 
ports on the Atlantic coast; the natural course of 
trade being to the great ports of commerce. These 
small custom-houses are mere guards: they should 
not be ports to depend upon for revenue. There- 
fore,the expense must necessarily be borne, for the 
advantage of the revenue, though it exceed their 
own receipts. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON enforced the same view 
of the subject in a more elaborate form, and called 
on the Senator from Ohio to give up his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PORTER was of the same opinion, and ad- 
verted to the statistics of Michigan in support of 
this view of the subject. 

Mr. WOODBURY thought there were undoubt- 
edly divisions of the duties of custom-house offi: 
cers which it was desirable to make; but he thought 
this improvement ought to be the subject of a sepa- 
rate bill, and would be inappropriate in a bill to 
raise revenue. 

Mr. TAPPAN withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out from the first 
section of the bill that part of the 8th and Yih lines 
containing these words: ‘‘at the last port or place 
whence exported to the United States.” 

Mr. B. explained the reason which he thought 
should prevail for striking out these words. 

Mr. EVANS siated that the expressions did not 
convey the meaning which the Senator supposed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike out from the 
7th section, page 5, the following proviso : 


“Provided, Thatall manufactures of cotton, or of which cot- 
ton shall be a component part, not dyed, colored, printed, or 
stained, not exceeding in value 20 cents per square yard, shall 
be valued at 20 cents per square yard. 

“And if dyed, colored, printed, or stained, in whole or in part, 
not exceeding in value 30 cents per square yard, shall be valued 
at 30 cents the square yard; excepting velvets, cords, moleskins, 
fustians, buffalo cloths, or goods manufactured by napping or 
raising, Cutting or shearing, not exceeding in value 35 cents the 
square yard, which shall he valued at 35 cents per square yard, 
and duty paid accordingly.” 

Mr. W. observed that his motion was to strike 
out the proviso, which embraced the minimums, 
as they are called, upon the cotton goods; the con- 
sequence of which would be, if the motion 
prevailed, to leave aduty of 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem upon all cotton goods. Mr. W.said the min- 
imums would just about double that duty; and he 
read the following memorial, which he said was 
from some twenty or more of the commercial 


houses of New York, being importers of cottons; 


Ist. That the tariff bill passed in 1832, imposed a duty of 7j 
cents per square yard on colored cottons, and of 74 cents per 
square yard on bleached and unb!eached cottons. 

2d. That the abovementioned duty was in reality a heavy pro- 
tection, and was so considered by Congress, by the manufac- 
turers, and by the merchants. 

3d. That the duty proposed in the bill introduced into the 
House of Representatives by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, imposes a duty of 9 cents per square yard on colored, 
and 6to74 cents per square yard on bleached cottons, and of 
104 cents per square yard on cotton fustians. 

ith. That the cost of all kinds of cottons in this country and 
in Europe is now less, by at least 40 per cent., than the cost of 
the same goods in 1832. 

5th. That, therefore, the duty proposed in the Dill before 
mentioned is double that of the highly-protective tariff of the 
year 1832. The duty per yard is increased—the cost per yard 
now being nearly one-half of the cost of 1832, 

6th. The proposed duty on cotton goods is, consequently, not 
a duty for revenue nor for proteetion; but is, in reality, pro- 
hibitory. 

7th. The import of cotton goods has gradually and steadily 
declined, notwithstanding the great reduction of former duties 
under the compromise act, and the reduction in the cost; and 
the increase of population has had no influence in checking 
this diminution. 

Sth. That, therefore. we do not believe the manufacturers of 
cotton goods require any further protection; but that, if it is to 
be granted them, it is evident that a duty of 5 cents per square 
yard will be as high a protection to them, at present prices, as 
8? cents was in 1822. . : 

9th. That the exceeding low price at which a good service- 
able article of cotton goods can now be manufactured, is a suf- 
ficient guaranty that no flimsy or useless fabrics would be in- 
troduced under an ad valorem duty, as is urged by the advo- 
cates of a square yard duty; indeed, euch cotton goods are now 
seldom seen. 7 

Your memorialists, justly alarmed at the passage of the sec- 
tion regarding cottons, in the bil] now before the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and believing that 1t was there sanctioned under 
the impression that a former duty, with slight modifications, 
was alone reimposed, earnestly entreat your honorable body to 
take the above incontrovertible facts into consideration, when 
the bill comes before you for discussion. 


Mr. W. further read a statement of the impor- 
tation of cotton goods by a single house, during 
the spring of the present year, before the 30th of 
June, and therefore before the Jast reduction of du- 
ty under the compromise act. The statement was 
as follows: 


“Statement showing the cost, quantity of square 
yards, amount of duty paid, and amount of duty 
which would accrue under Mr. Fillmore’s tariff 
bill, on 652 cases of cotton goods—being all the 
cotton goods received by the subscribers at the 
port of New York, in January, 1842: 

Quaatity of cases 652 packages 

Amount of invoices in pounds ster- 
ling - - - 


£26,949 15s. 


Amount of invoices in dollars, at 

$4 80 tothe pound sterling - $129,359 
Quantity of square yards, colored 785,791 
Quantity of square yards, bleached 48 420 
Amount of goods costing over 35 

cents per square yard, and subject 

to ad valorem duty - - $2 883 
Amount of duty paid on foregoing 

goods - - - - $40,042 95 


or 30 95-100 per ct. 
Amount of duty which would accrue 
under the bill now before the Sen- 
ate - - . - $75,078 99 
or 58 4-100 per ct.” 


Mr. W. said he did not propose to detain the 
Senate. He had only to say that he made this 
motion because his object was te make a revenue 
bill; and he believed these duties, as contained in 
the bill, so far from increasing the revenue, would 
defeat it altogether, by prohibiting wholly the im- 
portation of these goods. He weuld not add 
another word, except that he believed a duty of 30 
per cent. all the protection which any branch of 
the cotton manufacture in this conntry needed, 
without giving an odious monopoly, and raising the 
price upon the consumers of the most common 
cotton cloths, without putting a cent into the treas- 
ury. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the principle of this 


* proviso was one which had been acted upon for 


a long series of years. It had been embodied in 
every revenue bill heretofore, and had had the 
happiest effect in improving the home fabric, and 
rendering it cheaper to the consumer. 


Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS explained that the daties pro- 
posed in this bill on those articles had no other ob- 
ject than that of making the proportionate increase 
which required an amount of revenue to be raised 
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from all the sources of revenue, from 15 millions 
to 27 millions. 

Mr. GRAHAM ca'led for a division of the ques- 
tion, from line 11 to line 14, and from that to the 
end of the section. 

The question was then taken on the first division, 
being the first branch of the quoted proviso, and 
resulted in the negative—yeas 15, nays 25, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Fulton, 
King, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Walker, Wilcox, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young—15. 

NAYs—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 


Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—25. 


The question then came up on the second division. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he was well satis- 
fied 30 per cent. was sufficient protection on any 
cotton manufac‘ure. 

Mr. BENTON read from the document of the 
Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 
the statement of the exportation of domestic man- 
ufactured cottons, and showed that the exports for 
the year 1840 amounted to three and a half mil- 
lions of dollars, and that these exports went to all 
foreign countries—to South America and to China, 
and to the British posséssions in the East and 
West Indies, and there contended with the cot- 
tons of all the world. After that, what reason, he 
demanded, could be wanted for a high protective 
or prohibitory duty here, unless it was to exclude 
foreign cottons un“er the minimum altogether, and 
give a monopoly to the domestic manufacturer? 
Mr. B. read the table of the domestic manufactured 
cottons for the year 1840, and showed it to be— 








Of printed and colored cottons - $398,977 
White cottons - - - 2,925,257 
Wankeens ~ - - 1,200 
Twist, yaro, and thread - - 31,445 
All other cotton manufactures - 192,728 

3,549, 607 


Mr. B. said these were the gross exportations: 
the detailed statement showed where they went, 
and that they went all over the world, and contended 
with foreign cottons under every clime. He in- 
Stanced some of these: to Chili $827,000 in white 
cotions, and $30,000 in printed; to China $361,995 
of white; to the British East Indies $153,484 of the 
same; to Brazil $391,170 of white, and $79,533 of 
printed; to Mexico $155,000 of white, and $86,883 
of printed; and so on, there being scarcely a coun- 
try in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America, to which 
our manufactured cottons, and especially white cot- 
tons, were not now carried. This shows that they 
can go abroad and contend with the cottons of the 
whole world. Then why this prohibition of foreign 
importations? Why this arbitrary minimum and 
fictitious valuation, except to create a monopoly in 
favor of the home manufacturers? As manu- 
facturing a domestic article, he was willing to 
give the cotton manufacturer the highes! incidental 
protection resulting from a revenue duty, (say 
30 or 33} per centum on the value;) but he 
could not go for prohibition and monopoly, and 
that in a bill professedly for revenue! He was 
against the minimum valuation, and the fictitious 
value upon that arbitrary value; because it was 
wrong in itself, and because it threw the weight 
of taxation on the coarse articles, and consequently 
on the working people who use them. Cotton 
goods, which cost 6 or 8 cents, are to be taxed 
upon a valuation of 20 cents. This was not only 
confounding, but reversing, the principles of taxa- 
tion. By those principles, the rich and idle should 
pay the highest tax: by this bill, the poor and the 
laborer are to be taxed highest. 

The question was then taken on the second 
division of the proviso, and resulted in the nega- 
tive—yeas 17, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Fulton, 
Graham, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Sevier, 
Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge—24. 


Mr. WOODBURY wished to present an amend- 
ment intimately connected with commerce and 


navigation. It was in relation to the 11th line of 
the 12th section, 37th page: to strike out the words 
“sixty days,” and insert “six months,” in the fol- 
lowing passage: 


_ “And ifany such goods {imported goods, on which the duty 
is neglected to be paid] remain in public store beyond sizty 
days (except in the case of goods imported from beyond the 


Cape of Good Hope, remaining for the space of 90 days) with- 
out payment of the duties thereon, then said goods, wares, and 
merchandise, dec., shall be appraised, and sold at auction,” &c. 

Mr. W. observed that, being on the commit- 
tee whose official duty it was specially to ex- 
amine the character of this bill, he had regretted 
to find it strangely hostile to the commercial and 
navigating interests of thecountry. He therefore 
felt obliged, by his regard to the extensive, useful, 
and important interes's connected with those 
branches of industry, to make an effort (probably 
unavailing) to relieve them, in these embarrassed 
times, from new burdens and oppressive restric- 
tions. These matters at large he would not, at this 
late hour, debate. He knew the Senate was impa- 
tient for finalaction. Hence he would at once name 
the first object—which was to exempt the shipbuild- 
ers and shipowners from ‘he new duty imposed by 
this bill on copper sheathing. This article had 
been free for several years, if not always; and now, 
when the navigating interests were admitted to be 
heavily burdened otherwise by high duties on the 
hemp, cordage, and iron used in their great and 
vital manufacture of ships, you, the professed 
friends of commerce, propose to tax it still more on 
this essential article. 

Without saying another word on this subject 
now, when the committee rose he would ask the 
favor of the yeas and nays inthe House on the 
motion to place copper plates for sheathing vessels 
in the free list. 

The next particular in which the bill was very 
objectionable, was the short time it allowed mer- 
ehandise to remain in store without being sold, un- 
less the duty was paid. Formerly, along credit 
was given on goods taken out of store, though for 
immediate sale er consumption. But now, cash 
duties were required—and he thought properly, on 
several general considerations. Yet the system 
being new, it certainly seemed advisable not to 
push the system of collections unnecessarily and 
harshly beyond its fair extent. He, therefore, 
moved to extend the time from two to six months 
for selling goods in store, on which the duties re- 
mained unpaid. 

Mr. SIMMONS said this was going back to the 
credit system, and was worse than that. 

Mr. WOODBURY replied that not a day’s credit 
was requesied by his amendment on a single ar- 
ticle taken out of the public stores, either for sale 
or consumption. The Senator mistook the case. 
While the goods remained unused and unwanted, 
nobody was injured by their continuing longer in 
store. It defrauded neither the revenue nor the 
manufacturer. 

It was sound commercial wisdom everywhere 
to let foreign merchandise be exonerated from tax- 
ation while it was in depot or warehoused. No 
Sagacious mercantile policy ever acted otherwise. 

Mr. SIMMONS asked if this had ever been done 
in this country. 

The question was then taken; and resulted in 
the negative—yeas 11;"hays 25, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Linn, McRoberts, 
Rives, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, and Wright—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchanan, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden,, Dayton, Evans, 
Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—25. 


Mr. WOODBURY said his next amendment, in 
promotion of commerce and navigation, was to ex- 
tend the period of re-exportation, with a drawback, 
from one to three years. The last term had been 
our law for eight or ten years—and that, under Ad- 
ministrations which had been assailed as unfriendly 
to merchants. But now, forsooth, under the pow- 
ers that be, which were to reform all this, the mer- 
chants are to be cut off from two-thirds of this 
privilege. The Senate had just cut them off from 
another permission, to keep any goods in store with- 
out paying the duties—a practice, he would now 
apprize the Senator from Rhode Island, that had 
long existed here, as to wines, spirits, teas, &., as 
well as in other countries, 


This bringing cf merchandise here, and then 
carrying it to other countries, had always been one 
of the most prosperous branches of business to our 
shipping. It was now from one-fifth to one-sev- 
enth of the whole employment of our tonnage en- 
gaged in foreign trade, and had, in ils halcyon days, 
a third of a century ago, engrossed half of it. The 
Senate seem unconscious of the new and great em- 
barrassment and injury they thus produce, by de-~ 
priving that valuable branch of business of many 
beneficial freighis, and preventing our cities from 
becoming, like the most flourishing in Europe 
at different eras, vast warehouses for assorted car- 
goes for most of the world. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative-—yeas 15, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Fulton, 
Linn, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, 
Williams, Woodbury, and Wright—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hun- 
tington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—24. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, immediately con- 
necied with this, was another extraordinary burden 
imposed by this bill om the mercantile interest. 
It was a new tax of 24 per cent, on all drawbacks. 
This had been abolished many years ago by the 
administration reproached as hostile in other respects 
to commerce. But now it was reimposed by the 
boasted friends of the latter. These were the 
methods in which relief was to be extended. 

The re-export is taxed, not because the article is 
either sold or consumed here, or because this 
branch of business is at all injurious to man- 
ufacturers. Butthe tax isa mere tax—a naked 
burden on the navigating interest. As the fees 
might, by some, be supposed not entirely to cover 
all custom-house expenses connected with this 
matter, he would obviate even that objection, by 
moving to strike off all but 1 percent., which would 
be enough to indemnify every pretended charge. 

This amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WOODBURY observed, that these various 
votes against what seemed to him but naked jus- 
tice to those of our citizens connected with foreign 
commerce, did not encourage him to make many 
more attempts in their favor. But there was a 
marking, certifying, &c. of teas, on the 40\h page, 
which would be burdensome in fees, and other 
ways, to those engaged in that trade, and to pur- 
chasers. He would ask the chairman i{ jt was not 
put in formerly, when the bill made the duties spe- 
cific on teas? and, if so, whether they were at all 
necessary now that the duty was ad valorem? 

Mr. EVANS thought the clause still necessary, in 
some respects; though bis information was not exact 
concerning it, as his atlention had not before been 
called te it. 

Mr. WOODBURY added, that it was a sysiem 
expressly abolished in 1832 as useless and op- 
pressive. We now seek to revive it, to the direct 
injury of commerce. It seems that we are to take 
the back track in everything favorable to trade, 
and abolish at once all which others have done to 
advance its prosperity. Nothing is attempted in 
the way of improvement or reform; but everything 
is retrograde. He moved to strike out the pro- 
vision. 

This amendment was also rejected. 

Mr. WOODBURY said one more attempt to pre- 
vent loss, or new embarrassment to the foreign 
trade, and he had done for the present. The pros- 
pect was hopeless of succeeding in anything, un- 
less it tended to advance manufactures. Agricul- 
ture and commerce, and even revenue, fared equal- 
ly bad, and were all madeto bend to the interests in 
manufactures. What he should now attempt, was 
to insert in the 49th page a provision exonerating 
cargoes from the operation of this bill, when the 
vessels containing them had sailed on the Ist of 
August from ports homeward, situated this side of 
Cape Horn and the Cape of Good Hope. The 
bill now exempted those sailing from beyond those 
capes before the lst of September. Why not then 
grant a like and just privilege this side, considering 
the difference in distance? No frauds could occur 
by it, as the vessels must have sailed some time 
even before the passage of the bill. Failing in 


be 
5 








oN ea FS 


Pe Aa 9 POTN RG YOR ge 


Eg Sa 


ee et 


Sa 


eM 


le Se Fe 


aa 
ae Atabit 


“ee 


* 


i 
- 


2 ah or ae 


FSG ga 


by es ee 


Fis:, 


in 1 Se 


om 


Fa 
¥ 
a 

Rs 


836 


this, (as he doubtless should, from the inveterate 
aversion discovered to-day to give any relief what- 
ever to navigation and commerce,) he should not ct 
present propose any iurther amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. McROBE?T? moved to strike out tea and 
coflee from dutiabie articles. If the land ‘und were 
restored to the treasury, it would yield three mil- 
lions; and that ould be cnfficieat to meet the du- 
lies on tea, coffee, 2nd salt.. He therefore moved, 
in page 9, section first, to insert among the free ar- 
licles tea and coffee. 

Mr. BENTON called for a division of the sub- 
ject. He wished it first to be taken upon striking 
out fea, and for an obvious reason. Coffee came 
from a country whicn was in the habit of taking 
much of our agricultural productions. 

Mr. KING was in favor of including those arti- 
eles among {ree articies, if the land iund were re- 
stored to the treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN said he was aware that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama would 
be proposed; yet he had no hope that it would 
be adopted—none whatever. Let the character of 
the bill be what ii might—however monstrous—it 
was ordained that ii-hon!d pass, and without giving 
any reasons. He had risen to mark the cireum- 
stance which had given rise to the bill, and which 
went to establish a principle more daring than any 
which were embodied in it. He would notas- 
cribe to the bili the origin ef the practice by which 
it was passed. That practice originated with ano- 
ther bill which came here trom the House, and 
was passed without consideration, and against the 
judgment of the Senate. He referred to the ap- 
portionment bill, which came to the Senate with iis 
second section inserted by a carefully drilled party 
vote. In this body, it was referred to one of the 
standing committees—a commitee selected for its 
wisdom and iis knowledge of matters appertaining 
to the judiciary—a committee composed cf a ma- 
jority of the triumphant party in the Senate and the 
House, and consiituted for the express purpose of 
representing the will of that majority. After fell 
consideration, that committee—acting upon their 
oaths—reported back the bil! with amendments. 
What did the Sena‘e dc? It refused to vote the 
amendments. Other awendmenis were proposed, but 
they fell as with the fatality of an omniscient de- 
eree. 

Not ane of that party forming the majority in 
the two tiouses of Cungress voted for these amend- 
ments; ani why? Was ii that they were not 
necessary of proper? Was it that it would be 
unwise to amend the bill? No, sir; but, as avowed 
by the Senator from Louisiana—if you amend a 
single section of the bill, it would render its fate 
uncertain in another quarter. The Senate, then, 
refuses to exercise its solemn legislative faculties, 
suspends its constitutional attributes, and declares 
its want of coniidence in the stability of the House, 
and its unwillingness te trust the House with the 
revision of its own doings. What (said Mr. 
Auten) is the character of the bill which it is not 
permitied the Sena'e to amend? It isa bill im- 
posing a tax of $27,000,000 on the pecple of this 
country; a dill on a subject so sacred, as to be 
required to originate only in that House which 
is supposed to represent the embodied will 
of the people; a bill, which must be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, to take it 
out of the reach of the previous question;—such a 
bill as this,c. ming from the House with all the 
marks of hasie, incomplete, monstrous in all its 
lineaments, recommended by a committee which 
speaks the will of the majority in beth Houses, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and reported to 

the Senate by that committee with varions amend- 
menis. What dees the Senate do? The bill is 
called up; but, instead ot examining the propriety 
of these amendments, the party which compose the 
majority of that very committce—that party which 
compose the majority of the Sevate and ithe House— 
but the pafty which repiesents but one-third of the 
American people, if we are to take as a standard 
the expression of popular will that we have re- 
cently ieipale that party these amendmenis are, in 
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avowed of passing the bill as it is. 

Has the Sena'e of the United States any right to 
say that it will not exercise its legitimate functions, 
aud make itsel! a mere mindless mass, ready to re- 
ceive Whatever may be brought to i! from the 

Zouse, without thought or consideration? It is a 
bill to impose on your conslituénts, sir, a tax, the 
most odious and oppressive that has ever been im- 
posed since the !ast war. The universal cry of ibe 
nation is relief’, instead of burdens; and yet you are 
required to vote for this biil, to tax your consiiiuents 
to the amount cf twenty-seven millions of dolla:s, 
Without exerting your faculty of reason, Jest the bil! 
should go back to the House. And why not let it 
20 back to the House? Why, because the bill 
came here by a majority of but two or three, and a | 
majority not exclusively a party majority—a tax 
o| twenty-seven millions of dollars, to be imposed 
without thought or consideration, under the spur of 
the gag in the House, and with muffled mouths 
and tied hands in the Senate, for the reason that 
the publiccalami'ies are cryinz aioud in our ears. 
This tay is to be ie posed by a Congress condemned 
and cashiersd by the people. This is the sort of 
Congress, and these are the means, by which a bill 
of this species is to be passed—and tha’, too, sir, in 
the eighth month of the session, when want of ‘ime 
is made an additional pretext for hastening the 
adoption of an‘inportant bill of this kind, without 
consideration and without examination, under the 
exercise of the gaz in one House, and in the other 
under the operation of a stern, irrevocable, indemi- 
table decree. If this is the way in which laws are 
to be passed, it is time the people should know it. 
The people of this country are a speaking, a hear- 
ing, and a thinking people; and they will not fail to 
matk those who endeavor to procure the passage 
of an enormous tax in this manner. 

There is not a Senator on the ciher side—teken 
Separately and detached from his party—who 


their order, voted down; and the determination is | 





would not be disposed tonamend the bill; yet, it is fa- | 


ted to pass, with ail its imperfections on itshead— 
a bill which continues the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands, and imposes taxes on the 
very stomachs of the peop!:, to make up the 
amount thas abstracted. 

He (Mr. A.) hopec such amendments as might 
be deemed wise and proper would yet be moved, 
without regard to time or any other circumstance; 
and that upon every such amendment the yeas and 
nays would be taken, so that the country might 
mark ihe course of Senators by their acts; and that 
when we come to review the bill as revised, 
they might see at once who were in favor of 
this enormous mass ef taxation. He (Mr. A.) 
would not vote to tax the people one dollar beyond 
the amount required by the sternest and most in- 
dispensable necessity. 

The question was then taken on the first branch 
of the amendment, (tea,) and rejected: yeas 20, 
nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young—20. 

NAYs—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge-@@7. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch, (coffee,) and resulted also in the negative: 
yeas 20, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Lian, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Wo dbury, Wright, and Young—-20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 


Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—27. 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out from the 
middle of the 104th line, section 6th, page 13, the 
following passage: 

“On pound pins, 20 cents per pound; on sewing, tambourine, 


darning, netting, knitting, and all other kinds of needles, a 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem.” 


Mr. B. observed that his motion was to strike 
out the daties on pins, solid-headed pins, needles, 
knitting needles, anc darniog needles; and said 
that here was a tax upon articles of universal use, 





and for the purpose of protecting two litle pin fac- 
tories in the United States—one in Connecticut, at 
Deiby; the other in New York, at Poughkeepsie. 
These were the only two pin factories that he 
knew of in the United Siates; and ihey could not be 
called domestic manufa: tories, for they only work- 
ed up foreign wire made of foreign metal. Out of 
this foreign wire they made a club-headed pin, like 
our club-headed pa'!; which was rough, and tore 
the clothes. The round-heaced pin was not made 
ly them; yeta!i round-headed pins must be taxed, 
in order to pamper two little factories which em- 
ployed themse!ves in cutting up foreign wire, and 
sharpening one end of it while blocking a head 
upon the other. Taus universal taxation of pins was 
to take ; lace in these United States; and this was 
one of the changes obtained by the late elections. 
The people were promised changes, and they were 
geiting them! and getting them with a vengeance. 
Under Mr. Van Buren’s administration, there were 
seventy-four millions of dollars worth of free goods 
—goods entering into the daily consumption of the 
people. Now, allis taxed, except what the manu- 
factarers use. Here isa bill of filly-four pages of 
taxe-; and in reading it over, it seemed that every 
thing that entered into human consumplion was 
taxed; and for fear anything wight be forgotten, 
there was a reserye—a precautionary seciioa—a 
sortof net to caich a!i that was floating by—and 
which placed a duty of 20 per centum on all the 
articles whic were not named in the bill. It 
seemed to be to catch all that was forgotten; so 
that, if he succee lec in his motion, these pins and 
needles would still be taxed; they would fall into 
the net. But be would make a motion to place 
themin the free list, if suecessfa! in striking them 
out of the bill. He would try and fish them out of 
the net. 


Mr. B. said he was born since the Revolu- 
tionary war, but soon enough after it to hear 
mothers of families taiking about the privations of 
the war, and especially the want of pins, and the 
necessity of using thorus to fasten their clothes. 
He had, therefore, a great aatipathy to taxing 
pins: an article which everybody must use. He 
had heard the late Mr. John Randolph say that, 
while a dollar bank-note was a disgusting thing 
in his eyes, which be would not touch; yet a brass- 
pin was arespectable object, which he took care 
of. This arose from his revolutionary feelings, 
when he was acenstomed to seea fine lady using 
thorns in place of pins, and a rewarding kiss to 
the child that should find a real pin and bring it to 
her. 


Mr. B. said he did not wish to see people sent 
back to thorns again as a substitute for pins. He 
then took up needles. He said that needles were 
used by seamstresses—by while womea who sewed 
for their living—and who, of all the descriptions of 
laborers in our country, were the most poorly paid. 
He believed that the white woman in the United 
States, who sewed for her living, got the poorest 
pay which the labor of the country exhibited: yet 
here was a proposition to make it still poorer. The 
Federal Government pounces down upon them, 
and taxes the instrument of their labor! It taxes 
the needle in their hands, so that they shall not 
sew a stitch without payinga tax to the Govern- 
ment—and that, to help to make up for the loss of 
the land revenue. Mr. B. believed if this tax on 
needles was continued, the Whig party would be 
sewed up. Mr. B. then took up the article of 
knitting-needles, and said it was hard to tax the 
eld ladies who still followed the laudable custom 
of knitting their own stockings. Bad as this was, 
he saw still worse was to follow—that of taxing 
darning-needles; so that the frugal mother could 
no longer darn the beel and toe of her children’s 
stockings without paying a tax to this splendid 
Federal Government under its magnificent Whig 
rule. 

He called for the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered, and resulted in the negative—yeas 19, nays 
25, as follows: 


YEAS—Meeers. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, ®mith of 
Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19. 

NAYS—Mesers. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Cheate, 
Clayten, Conrad, Crafts, Orittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting. 
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ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, ‘forehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbiidge—25. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike out that pro- 
vision of the bill which imposes $2 50 per pound 
upon silk goods, and insert a daty of thirty per 
cent. ad valorem upon the same goods. He s:id 
be could not consider this duty as iniended for any 
other purpose than revenue. He was aware that 
there had been, and was now, a vigorous and 
creditable effort to establish the culture and manu- 
facture of silk in this country; but he did not sup- 
pose it would be coniended, or pretended, that 
either the culivre or the manufacture had yet 
reached that state of adyvsncement when a pro- 
hibitory duty should be imposed. He was willing 
to place silks among the luxuries of importation; 
and, as such, lic was willing io make them a source 
of revenue; and his object was io <hew that this 
duty was not a revenue duty, but a prohibition. 
Hence he moved to modify it; and he rested upon 
the following statement of the value per pound of 
those goods, cerived from one of the oldest import- 
ing merchants of the city of New York, and a man 
upon whose statements of fact he could rely with 
perfect confidence. ‘This experienced merchant 
had taken pains to inform himself as to the value 
of silks imported, as determined by ihe pound 
weight, and the following was the result: 


Table of the cost per nound of various foreign manu- 
factured silks. 


CuiNa. 
Costs 
{ pound of white pongees $3 46 
do black sewings : : - 292 
I co colored sewings - - . - 324 
Traian. 
j de best sewing silk - : : - 600 
i do best lutestring = - J « Te 
1 do black ciavats - : - - 80Ov 
Swiss. 
1 do best lutestring - : : - 1056 
1 do gros de Suisse - : - - 670 
1 do piain ribands : ° ‘ «° 38 
FRENCH. 
l do _ black velvet : ° . - 1270 
l do foulard sik - : : - 1123 
1 do _ figured gros de Naples - - - 1100 
l do plato satio : - - - 990 
1 do silk hose - - : - - 0B 
1 do shawls - - . - 930 
l do black crape . : : - 495 
ENGLIsH. 
i do —s_ spun silk stockings : : - 435 
1 do spun & lk shirts ae : - 600 
1 do spun silk handkerchiefs : - 6 28 
i do black cravats”- . ‘ - 824 
1 do bandana liandkerchiefs - : - 650 
1 do silk lace (plain) - - $5 50 a 12 00 
1 do silk lace (figured) 20 00 a 30 00 


From these values it would be seen that the 
plain, strong, heavy silks, such as the great mass 
of the femates of the community wear—if they 
are to be permitted to woarsilks at all—must pay a 
duty of trom 60 to 100 per cent.; the fine figured 
silks and laces, costing irom $12 '0 $30 per pound 
weight, only pay a duly of fromag’5 to 84 per cent. 

In his judgment, therefore, the duty would be 
entirely probibitory upon the article of great con- 
sumption, and that which consiituted the priocipal 
importation, aud gave the principal revenue; while 
the silks of extreme lauxury—he might say of 
mere finery, rather than of use—would be permitted 
to come in at a moderate, and in some cases very 
low duty. Tais was both unjust as io oar citi- 
zens, and unwise as to the revenue; and he hoped 
the motion might prevail. 

Mr. EVANS observed that it was a maiter of 
some difficulty, and the atiention of the Figance 
Committee had been called to i!; but they could not 
come to any other conclusion than to leave it as 
they found it in the bill. This trade ia silk to the 
extent of 92 or 93 per cent., was in the hands of 
foreigners. Accordin: to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, it appears that great and con- 
stant frauds are perpe'rated, which could not be 
met in any other way than by the change proposed 
from the ad valurem plan to that in the bill. If 
this bill stands on the principle of imposing a less 
duty in proportion to value on silks of the highest 
price, it is on the general ground that articles of 
luxury will not bear so high a duty as articles of 
necessity. 
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Mr. SIMMONS read, from a letter which he hed 
received from Boston, the price of foreign silks im- 
ported, varying from $7 to $15 per pound, showing 
an average of $10 a pound. This duty was about 
25 per cent. on the average value. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that the gentleman who 
had been writing to him on the subject, hid been 
tira long time in favor of the duty by the pound, 
ttt in January he had, from going over bis own 
goods to see the effect, concluced that it was 
utterly impracticable; and that the only just way 
was to lay ihe duty on the ad valorem principle. 

Mr. SIMMONS replied. 

Mr. BENTON said this bill was alike in all its 
features and details—taxing highest those who 
were feast able to bear it. Here isa tax of $2 50 
per pound upon silks—a new mode of taxing that 
aiticle, and most unfair. This is a case in which 
@ pound is not a pound in every instance; for the 
coarse silks and the dark colors weizh most. They 
weigh most, bota because the material is less clean- 
ed or purified, and because the dark coloring mat- 
teris heavier. This will make a great difference in 
the purchase of the same number of yards of a fine 
light-colored silk, or a thick dark-colored one; and 
would be injurious to the working people, or peo- 
ple of small property, who want silks for use and 
‘wear more than for show. Again: he said these 
heavier and darker silks came principally from 
Germany, where our products were taken on good 
terms, and where we found fifty millions of custom- 
ers. The Germen customs-anion were all friendly 
to our commerce; and we should not so tax theirs 
as to make an injurious discrimination, especiaily 
when we injured the laboring, or less rich part of 
our own population. 


Mr. WRIGHT, since last up, had ascertained 
the average of silks from different countries. He 
found the average of French silks nearly as stated 
by the Senator from Rhode Island—$9 91 cents. 
But Italian and Chinese sillts were infinitely lower. 
The avereges are: on China silks, $3 29; on Ital- 
ian, $7 29, on Swiss, $8 63; on French, $9 91; 
and on British, $6 and less. The duty would, in 
seme cases, amount to a prohibition. 

Tae yeas and nays being called ior and ordered, 
the question was taken on this amendmen’, and re- 
sulted in the negative—yeas 19, nays 25, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuth- 
bert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Sturgeon, Tappav, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayatd, Choate, 
Claycon, Conrad, Crafta, Crittenden, Daytoa, Evans. Hun- 
tington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
aud White—25. 

Mr. RIVES moved to amend the bil, in page 
32, line 138, by striking out twelve cents per gallon 
cu French wines, and inserting six cents per gallon. 
He thought all the datics cf this bill too high for 
revenue. The change he proposed would be a 
revenue duty. He believed more duty would be 
coliected under 6 than 12 cents per gallon. The 
effect, therefore, of a reduction on wines, in one in- 
stance, proved very benelicial. It increased the 
revenue, and increased our exports of coiton and 
tobacco to those ceuniries of which the wine was 
purchased. e 

On this question the yeas and nays were called 
for and ordered. The question resulted in the 
negative—yeas 14, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Calhoun, Fulton. King, Linn, Me- 
Roberts, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Swich of Connecticut, Siur- 
geon, Tappan, Wilcox, and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messts. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchanan, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Cratts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evana, 
Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter. Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Tailmadge, and White—26, 

Mr. RIVES said he had other amendm: nts to 
offer; but he was so disconraged by the obvious 
determination to reject all amendmeats, that he 
would not troub!e the Senate. 

Mr. PRESTON inoved an amendment to the 
proviso in page 6, in relation to foreign books im- 
ported—the object of which was to facilitate the 
importation of old standard works—by a graduated 
scale of reduction of duty proportionate to the time 
since published. 


Mr, WOODBURY was in favor of the motion 


to reduce the duty on books, 
still further. 

After the vote had been taken on it, he should 
move to put all books in the free lis', as he had for 
some days intended before the bill was finally dis- 
posed of. He mizht as wel!, in halfa dozen sen- 
tences, at this lale hour, say now all which he 
would troabie the Senate with on this matter at 
any time. 

If all books are free, those in re.ation to noli- 
tics, and school-books for primary ‘education, 
would still be printed here; as they would almost, 
as a matter of course, be chiefly compiled here by 
persons so much better acquainted wih our inst- 
tutions and systems. 

This would give great and exclusive employment 
to our own publishers, to whom he wished ali equal 
and just success. But in respect to works on arts, 
which en:+r into the business of practical life—in 
every rank of society, however humble; in respect 
to treati:es on morals and religion; aid in respect 
to books of travels, without reterence to those in 
belles-lettres,—why shou'd the whole people be 
taxed so highly for knowledse? He was for 
making as little expensive as possible the food of 
the mind, 

Can we, in revising our whole taxing system, 
justify ourselves to burden any of the avenues to 
popular intelligence and popular light? He would 
as soon think of imposing a tax on schoolhouses 
and churches. 

Mr. EVANS did not see any necessily for this 
amendment; if foreign bo ks were necessary for 
gcneral use, they would be reprinted in this coun- 
iry to suit the demand. 

r. SIMMONS and Mr. PRESTON madea 
few remarks; after which, the qnesiion was taken, 
and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to insert 
among the free ariicies. 

This amendment was also rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the first para- 
graph of the fifth section, page 14, from line 5 to 
the end, being duties on imported glars, to sinke 
out all the duties by the pound, and insert 33 per 
cent. 

Mr. EVANS <a‘d it was a change from a spe- 
c'fic duty to an ed valorem daty. ‘To this he was 
opposed. The one was certain, and the other un- 
certain. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 29, nays 27, as follovvs. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, King, Linn, McReberts, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woods 
bury, Wright, and Young—20. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Claytoa, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Daytoo, Evans, Graham, 
Ifuntington, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miiler, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Wihaie, and Woudbridge—27. 

Mr. BENTON moved te strike out, page 33, 
lines 159 to 161, the daty on bo Ules in which wines 
are imported. 

This amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BENTON said he had now several amend- 
ments to propose, in relation to salt; bri, as the 
hour was late, he should move an adjournment. =” 

The Senate then (at 5 o’clock) adjourned. 


But he wished to ga 


“books” 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, Angus: 3, 1842. 

Mr. J. COOPER, from the Committee on In= 
dian Affairs, reported Sevate bil! to provide for the 
sauisfaci:on of claims arisiog under the 14th and 
19th articles of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek, 
with amendments, [i was committed to the Comes 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CRANSTON moved that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the Senate bill enntled An act to annex 
part of the town of Tiverton, in Rhode Island, to 
the collection district of Fall River, in Ma-sachue 
setts. The motion was agreed to; and ihe bill was 
passed through its final stages. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON moved to take up a bill to 
confirm the sales of public Jands in ecriain cases. 
He said it was reported at the request of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, to enable 
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him to discharge the duties of his office; and he 
{Mr. THompson] now moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from its further consider- 
ation. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a suspension of the 
rule; on which he called for the yeas and nays, 
which were not ordered. 

. A member was heard to call for the orders of the 
ay. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the consideration of 
the bill in relation to the rearrangement of the ju- 
dicial circuits, which, he said, was laid on the table 
yesterday, with the understanding that it should 
come up to-day. 

After a few words between Messrs. BARNARD, 
HOPKINS, aed others, the question was taken on 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
which was agreed to. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. Fessenpen in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration ef the “bill respecting the organ- 
ization of the army, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. J. C. EDWARDS said he had made no at- 
tempt to get the floor, till late yesterday evening, 
because the discussions during the day were con- 
fined mainly to the superintendency of the armories. 
On this subject he felt no very deep interest; but 
in reference to the general reduction of the army, 
he felt the ceepest interest. 

He said we were at peace with all the world. 
Thronghout the wide extent of our country, except 
in Florida, all was peace and quiet, and, with two 
or three exceptions, security from danger. At all 
the points where we are secure from danger, we 
have but little use for troops. Then we should re- 
duce. 

He ssid the character of the times had greatly 
changed. We should find it difficult, by any sys- 
tem which could be adopted, to raise a sufficient 
revenue to meet the expenses of the Government, 
unless the expenses were greatly reduced. We 
were compelled to reduce expenses. Necessity 
would drive us to the reduction. Our constituents 
required the reduction; and generally he had gone 
for it, and should continue to do so. 

But he had said one point was not at peace, and 
some others were in danger. There was still some 
difficulty in Florida. We should keep a force 
there, till those difficulties were settled—till that 
country was entirely at peace. When this period 
arrives, troops will no longer be needed there. 

On our western border the people were not se- 
cure from danger. Wehad removed the Indians 
from every part of the Union, to the country west 
of Missowri, Arkansas, and lowa. His honorable 
friend from Arkansass [Mr. Cross] had told them, 
but the other day, that the number of warriors on 
our Western border exceeded 60,000. These war- 
riors are always well mounted, (and they are the 
finest horsemen in the world,) capable of moving 
from point to point with the greatest rapidity. 
Against such warriors, in a country like that west 
of Missouri and Arkansas—a country in the gen- 
eral having a level surface, and abounding in 
prairies—infantry can be of no service. We must 
have mounted troops. None are better than the 
dragoon corps. 

Mr. E. said that we had crowded together on 
our Western borders many Indian trives from dif- 
ferent parts of the Union, differing in manners, 
customs, habits, languages, and degrees of civiliza- 
tion; being civilized, half-civilized, and savage. 
We had mixed together every grade of character, 
from the quiet and peaceful Shawnee to the wild 
and desperate and ungovernable Seminole. In 
such a mixture of manners and habits, and de 
grees of civilization, difficulties would necessarily 
arise, and did continually arise, which required the 
presence of troops to suppress them. 

West of these various tribes are the native In- 
dians, still more wild, and cruel, and savage than 
the Seminole. The Camanches—the most warlike 
and pewerful tribe west—range the border of all 
the country inhabited by the civilized Indians. The 
civilized Indians are liable to constant incursions 
from the more western and more savage Indians. 
As we have placed these Indians in an exposed 











condition, they are entitled to our protection. We 
have engaged, by treaty stipulations, to protect 
them. 

Mr. E. said, then, to protect our Western settle- 
ments from the neighboring Indian-; to prevent 
outbreaks among the numerous tribes which we 
have crowded together in the West; to prevent 
wars among Indians themselves; and to protect 
the civilized Indians against the savage Indians 
still further West, we should keep a competent 
military force in the West. 

Mr. E. said he was opposed to disbanding either 
regiment of dragoons. The West needed that 
description of force; and a force equal to the two 
regiments. Our Western settlements are not se- 
cure from danger without them; nor are the Iu- 
dians secure without them. 

Mr. E. admitted that his course had, to some ex- 
tent, the appearance of being selfish; but he hoped 
he was not operated on by selfish motives. He 
went for reducing the army, but he would go for 
giving any point protection which was not secure, 
He contended that the Western country was not 
secure against the Indians. He then wanted the 
dragoons retained, and wanted them in the West. 
He thought the entire Union was interested in re- 
taining them, and in keeping them stationed on our 
Western borders. It should be recollected that Ar- 
kansas and Missouri formed a barrier, a breast- 
work, a bulwark, between the Indians and their 
sister States; they protected them, and guarded 
them against the incursions of the Indians. Arkan- 
sas and Missouri were, then, entitled to the aid and 
protection of those other States, in consideration of 
their services as barriers against the Indians. 


Mexico exercised an influence over many of the 
Western Indians. We might yet be involved in 
difficulties with Mexico. In that event, she would 
exercise her influence over the Western Indians, 
and drive them to the commission of outrages 
against our Western settlements. Our traders 
from Arkansas to Chihuahua, and from Missouri 
to Santa Fe, would be molested. This trade was 
carried on, originally, at great hazard and risk of 
life and property. An escort of a few dragoons 
gave protection to some of our cavalcades trading 
West, and impressed upon the wild Indians an 
idea of our determination to protect that trade. 
Our traders were, from that time, more re-pected 
by the Indians; and the trade has since been car- 
ried on in comparative safety. A similar infla- 
ence seems to have been exercised over the In- 
dians in the neighborhood of the Rocky Moun- 
tains. The trade to that portion of the West 
has been carried on at less hazard than usual. 
Mr. E. referred to these facts to show the moral 
influence which the presence of a military force ex- 
ercised over the savages. A continuance of this 
influence was necessary to carry out our views in 
reference to the occupation of Oregon Territory. 
The emigration to that country should be encour- 
aged and protected. The progress of our people 
westward should not be checked. Even in our 
time, it was by no means improbable that we should 
see acontinuous white population from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific ocean. The highest navigable 
point on the Misssouri river shou'd be connected 
with the highest navigable pojnt on the Columbia. 

This is no visionary projectPbut one that will be 
practicable and profitable in time. Sucha route 
would bring our trade with the Pacific across our 
continent; and the trade of Europe with the Pacific 
would take the same direction. This great object, 
and the progress of our settlements west, are inti- 
mately connected; and the progress of both are fa- 
cilitated by holding the Indians in check, and ex- 
ercising over them that inflaence which the pres- 
ence of a respectable military force always carries 
with it among the Indians. Our progress westward 
cannot be checked. It ought not to be. The hap- 
piness of the whites and the civilization of the In- 
dians both require us to fill up the country between 
the Atlantic and the Pacific. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. S. Mason] by tel- 
lers, who reported 68 in the affirmative, and 55 in 
the negative. This amendment provided for the 
disbanding of the second regiment of dragoons on 
the Ist of October next. 
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Mr. PROFFIT moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill with the recommendation that 
it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. STANLY remarked that the gentleman 
from Indiana must surely be joking. 

Mr. PROFFIT replied that he was never more 
serious in his life; for he was mortified at this 
breaking down of the army, which it had taken 
the Government years to raise up. 

Here the conversation dropped, and the motion 
Was not pressed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out the original bill, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the act entitled “Anactto increase the present military estab- 
lishment of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved the fiith of July, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
and an act entitled “An act authorizing the President of the 
United States to accept the service of volunteers, and to raise 
an additional regiment of dragoons or mounted riflemen,” ap- 
proved twenty-third day of May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
six, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sac. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to organize, 
from and out of the officers and men discharged by virtue of 
the preceding section, a regiment of mounted riflemen, to be 
composed of the same number of officers as the regiment of 
dragoons now in service, (four sergeants, four corporals, two 
buglers, one farrier and blacksmith, and fifty privates) to serve 
either as mounted men or infantry, as the service may require, 
and whilst serving as mounted men sha!l receive the pay 
and emoluments of the dragoons, and whilst in service on foot 
the pay now allowed the infantry. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the several officers 
and men of the corps to be discharged by the first section of 
this act, and who are not placed in the regiment of riflemen 
created by the second section of this act, shall, upon their dis- 
charge, be entitled to and receive three months’ pay, in ad- 
dition to the pay to which they are entided by law at the time 
of their discharge. 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That all officers and men 
hereafter retained in the service of the United States, except 
the dragoons and riflemer, whether in the artillery, in the 
ordnance department, the engineer corps, or the topographical 
engineers, the subsistence, pay, or medical deparuments, shall 
receive the same pay and emoluments as the officers of the 
same grade now belonging to the regiments of infantry, and no 
other; and no other or further pay shall be allowed to any 
officer, for or on account of his brevet rank, heretofore assigned 
or hereafier given him, unless the same shall be grante d for 
or on aceount of his good conduct or gallantry on the field of 
battle; nor shall it be lawful, in future, to allow double rations 
to any officer, except to the officer commanding, in the field, at 
least aregiment of men, or to an officer commanding a separate 
post, having under his command at least a company of men as 
now organized. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That each non-commis- 
sioned officer and private who may hereafter be enlisted, and 
serve the United States faithfully tor and during the term for 
which he may be enlisted, and receive an honorable discharge, 
shall be entitled to receive two dellars per month, in addition to 
the pay now allowed by law, for the whole time, to be paid 
him when discharged; and, if he shall be discharged for or on 
account of wounds or other disability received in the service, 
shall be entitled to his additional pay to the time of his dis- 
charge; and if he shall die whilst in the service, the above 
extra compensation shall be paid to his wife, if living; and if 
she be dead, then to his child or children, if any there be. 


Mr. JOHNSON, after explaining the various 
provisions of his amendment, went on to show the 
expediency and necessity of the reduction he pro- 
posed. In reply to the arguments of the gentlemen 
from Arkansas, Mississippi, and Missouri, he said 
that, so far from the Southwestern frontiers being 
exposed by the location of the Indians on their bor- 
ders, he looked upon these Indians as infinitely a 
beiter protection to them than any military force 
could be made. He would, therefore, send one of 
our mounted regiments there—not for the protection 
of the frontiers, but to keep peace among the In- 
dians, and to protect those that are civilized from 
the wild tribes of the prairies. Mr. J. deprecated 
the giving a party complexion to the debate. He 
had heard the names of Colonel Harney and Colonel 
Twiggs brought up, and their polities alluded to. 
He had a high respect for these officers and the ser- 
vices they had rendered; and he had reason to es- 
teem and respect many of the others; but, wheu he 
came here to legislate, he could not legislate with 
a view to his friendships, his partialities, or his po- 
litical preferences. He selected those regiments 
for the reduction he proposed, because they were 
originally created for temporary purpeses, and 
these purposes had beea answered. He looked to 
the in'erests of the country, and called upon the 
members to go for the reduction because the 
finances of the country demanded it. 

Mr. GRANGER addressed the committee in op- 
position to it, and referred to the services of the 
2d dragoons and 8th regiment in Florida, which it 
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was proposed to disband. Mr. G. spoke of the 
hardship and injustice of dismissing officers who 
had faithfully served their country for the best part 
of their lives, and particularly dwelt on the ser- 
vices of Colonel Worth, from the time he entered 
the army till the close of the Florida war. 

Mr. REYNOLDS said that the argument of the 
gentleman from New York amounted to nothing 
more than this: because men bave performed their 
duty weil, they must be retained in office, no mat- 
ter whether their services were wanted by the coun- 
try or not. According to this doctrine, the gentle- 
man’s constituents must not turn him out, even if 
they should think that they could get a better man 
to supply his place. But the gentleman, in his 
former practice, had gone against the very doc- 
trines which he now advanced as orthodox; for, 
while Pos master General, he turned out a number 
of meritorious postmasters, for no other reason 
than that they differed with him in politics. He 
had the highest opinion of the merits and services 
of Colonels Worth and Harney, and the officers of 
these two regiments; but he felt himself under no 
obligation, viewing the state of our finances, to 
keep them in office when their servieecs were no 
longer needed. He was satisfied, if his friend from 
New York wuld turn his attention to his own ar- 
gument, his good sense would show him that it 
was untenable. Indeed, he saw by the gentleman’s 
reconciled countenance, that he was more than 
half convinced of his error. [A laugh] His 
friends from Missouri and Arkansas wauted an 
additional regiment of dragoons for the protection 
of their frontiers. Now, he would say to them, 
that, it having been his fortune to be raised on the 
Indian borders, he knew something about them; 
and he could tell those gentiemen that it was the 
border militia and volunteers that they dreaded 
more than any United Siates troops. This bill, 
however, provided a mounted regiment; and there 
was also a dragoon regiment [the Ist] to be re- 
tained in service; while one of them, he was well 
convinced, would be all-sufficient for the protection 
of our whole Indian border. Mr. R., in conclua- 
sion, expressed the hope that the reduction, which 
was so much required by the state of our finances, 
would be made; and the members of both parities 
being pledged to retrenchment and reform, ke 
called upon them to come forward and act up to 
their professions. 


An unimportant amendment, proposed by Mr. 
PENDLETON, was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK then replied to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. C. Jounson] and the gentleman 
from Illinois[Mr. Reynotps.] He regretted that 
anything should have been said tending to mix up 
polities with this matter. He did not approach it 
inany political point of view; for if he were to do 
so, he might vote for the abolishing of nine-tenihs 
of the army, the officers in that propcrtion being 
Whigs, and opposed to the party with which he 
was connected. He disclaimed, then, any such 
purpose; and while he went for retrenchment, he 
asked them to give him such a retrenchment as 
will advance the interests of the country, and not 
the interests of men. He opposed the amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, because he be- 
lieved it was not such an amendment as he de- 
sired. He wouid not go for retrenchment, unless 
they could get reform with it. There were many 
abuses which he wished to see abolished; but he 
would not agree to the abolishment of the 24 regi- 
ment of dragoons while the Ist was left untouched, 
The proposed extirpation would be a retrenchment, 
but he did not believe it would bea reform. He 
did not believe the Ist regiment of dragoons was 
sufficient to protect our Southwestern frontier, on 
which they were told by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Reyno.ps] there were congregated 
60,000 of the best warriors the world ever saw, 
white or red. 

If, however, reductions were to be made, let 
them be made equally through both regiments. 
They were told the 2d regiment of dragoons was 
raised for a special purpose. But that was a mis- 
take. According to the leiter of the act which 
raised that regiment, they were to be kept in the 
service until the President believed the public ser- 
vice would permit him to disband them, or to take 











from them the horses, and put them on the ground. 
But they had not a word from the President to 
show that he believed the public service would au- 
thorize him to do either. 

And further, he begged leave to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the 5th article of the treaty 
with the Choctaws; by a reference to which it 
would be seen that the United Siates were bound 
to keep a sufficient force not only to protect the 
whites, but to protect the Indians also. And how 
were they doing it?’ By the annihilation of the 2d 
regiment of dragoons. Were gentlemen seriously 
intending that this treaty should not be executed? 
He coutended that the two regiments of dragoons 
were not more than enough to carry out the stipu- 
lations of that treaty; and, under all the circum- 


stances, he hoped they would not extirpate this | 


regiment. 

But there was another remarkable feature in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
This regiment (the 8th regiment of infantry) was 
to be disbanded, and the President was to be called 
on to form a regiment of mounted riflemen out of 
the officers and men of those two regiments. This 
he deemed to be a direct attack on the appointing 
power. Tey had no righ: to call upon the Presi- 
dentto make any particular person a commander; 
nor had they any right to direct him to select 
officers from any number of men. If they could 
do this, they could call upon him to make choice 
of a particular individual. He hoped this amend- 
ment would not be sanctioned. He would say 
again, that he hoped to hear no more of such re- 
trenchment. He had gone for retrenchment, and 
he would go for it again; but he would not go for 
that sort of retrenchment which passes by one 
regiment, and fastens on another, for its extirpa- 
tion—and that, a regiment which had done as 
_ (he would not say better) service as any 
other. 


Mr. CHARLES BROWN said he felt called 
upon to anticipate the regular action of the com- 
mittee upon the bill, by the resolution stopping de- 
bate at 2 o’clock, and to say now what he had to 
say upon the 3d section of the bill—that abolish- 
ing the office of Commissary General. 


but he was at a loss to know what reform or re- 


trenchment there was in the abolition of this office; | 


he could not see any. On the contrary, he looked 
upon it as a backward movement—the destruction 
of a system that had worked weil for many years, 
and a going back to one that had been found in 
practice a very bad one. 
department were performed by the quartermaster’s 
department, as he understood, both the Govern- 
ment and the soldiers were wronged and defrauded; 
while under the present system, not a single com- 
plaint had ever been made by the soldiers, nor a 
dollar lost to the Government. Then why change 
it?) There is no rea:on in making a change, unless 
it be to remove some evil, or to produce some good. 
He would not suppose it proceeded from a dispo- 


sition anywhere merely to remove the locale of | 


the department from Philadeiphia to another place 
—'his would be a motive no one would acknow- 
ledge. Some two thousand or more persons are 
employed by the department—mostly widows or 
poor women; certainly no one would wish to throw 
them out of employment, merely to give that em- 
ployment to others, for mere wantonness. Hedd 
not oppose the proposed amendment because the 
office was located near his district, but because he 
believed it to be wrong in itself, and would work 
injury to the Government. That ali the articles 
purchased or made for the Government by this de- 
partment in Philadelphia, had been well made, and 
at little cost, all will agree. Then what is to be 
gained by a change? No one has brought any 
charge of loss to the Government; indeed, no ar- 
gument or reason had been given for the proposed 
change; in fact, there was none to be given, that 
ought fora moment to be entertained by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. B. said he felt certain that no such p:opo- 
sition would have been made, were it not for the 


unfortunate difficulty that had arisen in regard to | 


tie present head of that department. Butceriain- 
ly this was no good reason for the abolition of the 





He was | 
willing to vote for all reforms and retrenchment; | 


When the duties of this | 
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office. If they abolished all offices because the 
incumbent might be unpopular or unworthy, or 
otherwise out of favor with the lexislative power, 
they would soon abolish all the offices of the Gov- 
ernment. This would be a dangerous practice, 
and he trusted the commitiee would not suffer 
themselves to be led away by any such motion. 
They should not destroy a good sys'em, because 
it was for the time being in hands that did not 
work it weil. Hehadnothing to say for or against 
the present acting commissary general; but he pro- 
tested against any objections gentlemen might have 
against him, or any controversy between the Presi- 
dent and Senate in relation to him, from be- 
ing made the cause of the destruction of the of- 
fice, and the consequent deprivation of employ- 
ment, of a large number of persons, sume of whom 
were his constituents. 


Mr. ADAMS took part in the debate, and spoke 
for a few minutes on the creation of a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, of which the only distinction 
from the regiment of dragoons was, that one car- 
ried carbines and the other rifles. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said that his amendment was 
so worded that the House could take the clause 
abclishing the 2d regiment of dragoons, or that 
abolishing the 8th regiment of infantry, atits option. 
In relation to double rations, the House had already 
voted to dispense with them altogether; but he 
thought that the officers who actually commanced 
separate posts should have them, and he wished 
also to do away with the construction of the War 
Department, by which so many officers in the ba- 
reaus of Washington received that allowance. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia offered to smend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, by 
providing that the second regiment of dragoons 
shall be converted into a regiment of monnted 
riflemen, and that the eighth regiment of infantry 
shall be disbanded. Mr. S. then addressed the 
committee in support ef his amendment. 


Messrs. PROFFIT and CUSHING severally 
addressed the committee in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. TOLAND opposed the abotishing of the of- 
fice of commissary of purchases. 

Mr. STANLY replied to the preceding speak- 
ers, generally, and hoped the House would not 
sanction ihe destructive p:oposition that had been 
meade, 

After some remarks from Mr. CALHOUN, the 
question was taken on Mr. Smita’s amendment; 
and it was rejected. 

The question recurring on Mr. Jonnson’s amend- 
ment— 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if it would not be in order 
to offer amendments, to make the bill more perfect 
before taking the question on Striking out. 

Tne CHAIR said that such amendments would 
be in order. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the bill by pro- 
viding that each of the companies of dragoons 
shall consist of 42 men, instead of 50; which was 
carried. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to strike out the second 
section, and insert *‘that, from and after the lst day 
of October next, the superintendents of the national 


| armories shail each receive $1,500 per annum; the 


master armorers shall receive $1,290 each per an- 
num; the paymasters and mililary storekeepers 


|} shall receive $1,250 per annum each; and none of 


the above-named officers, and no cfficer, of any 
grade whatever, shall receive any commutation or 
allowance whatever beyond their actual salaries or 
pay, except quarters provided for them and actu- 
ally used; and that no military storekeepers shail, 
afier the Ist of Octover next, receive more than 
$800 per annum, except quarters.” 

On taking the question, this amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 69, noes 60. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved to strike 
out the 3d section, which abolishes the office of 
commissary of purchases, and transfers the du- 
ties of that office to the quartermasier’s depart- 
ment; which motion was rejected without a divi- 
sion. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the 4th section, 
by inserting a provision abolishing the offices of 
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four surgeons and four assistant surgeons: agreed || reported a bill to exiend ihe time on which the du- 


to—ayes 83 noes not counted. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to strike out the Sh 
seciion, which authorizes the Ordnance department 
to Appoint a competent person to superiatend the 
manuiacture of cannon, with the pay and emol- 
uments of a major of ordnance. 

This motion was agreed to—ayes &9, noes not 
counted 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the 6th sec- 
tion, and insert the fo'!lowing: 

“That allthe laws heretofore passed, authorizing the Pres 
ident or the Secretary of War to make en allowance of double 
Tations to any officers, be, and the same are Lereby, repealed. 

Rejected—ayes 54, noes 71. 

‘Phe question recurring on Mr. Cave Jounson’s 
amendment, 

Mr. V.OORE moved to amend it, by striking out 
the first section, and inserting a provision, author- 
izing the Presideat to convert the second regiment 
of dragoons intoa regiment of mounted riflemen: 
rejecied without a division. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to amend Mr. Jonyson’s 
amendment, by striking out the second section, 
which authorizes the President to organize a regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen out of the officers and 
privates of the second regiment cf dragoons and 
eighth regiment of infantry: carried—ayes 92, noes 
not counted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonnson’s 
amendment as amended, and it was rejected with- 
out a division, 

Mr. McKAY offered an amendment, as an ad- 
ditional section, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the pay and emoluments of | 


the officers of the corps of engineers, topographicai engineers, 


ordnance, pay, and medical departments, aiso the general staff 
roper, shail be the same as are, or may be, paid to officers of 


ike grade in the regimentsof artillery and infantry, except cap- 
tains in the general staff, who sha!l be allowed forage when it 
may be necessary that they shall be mounted, 


The amendment was negatived. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill. 

The SPEAKER haviog taken the chair, he 
stated the question to be on the first amendment 
which was offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 


(Mr. S. Mason,] to abolish the second regiment of 


dragoons on the Ist October next. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON opposed the bill in the 
shape in which it now stood, and moved to lay the 
whole bill on the table; on which ke demanded the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. The yeas 
and nays were taken, and resulted as follows—yeas 
65, nays 116. 

Mr. STANLY moved the previous quesiion; 
which was sustained by the House. . 

The ameadments made by the Committee of the 
Whole were then ordered io be printed. 

The House then adjouioed. 

IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, August 4, 1842, 

Mr. BATES, from the Committce on Pensions, 
made adverse reports on bills from the House for 
the relief of Jehn Keith, Samuel Hetchinson, 
and John E. Wright; which were ordered to be 
printed 

Mr. B. also made an adverse report from the 
Commitiee on Pensions, on the petition of Mary 
Bright, of Washingion city; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

The adverse reporis of stancirg committees in 
the cases of Charles Markle, Robert Dickerzon, 
R:chard K. Meade, John Phillips, administrator of 
Walker & Phillips, and Rebecca Bright, were ta- 
ken up and concurred in. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committce on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the claim of R. C. Rag- 
Jand, for supp!ies farnished to certain nu litia in the 
service of the United Siates; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of the watchmen employed 
on the executive buildings in Washington, praying 
to have the benefiis of the act of March, 1837, al- 
lowing a per centum upon salaries of the clerks 
avd messengers of the executive offices, extended 
to them. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committze on Finance 


tes on certain rai‘road iron imported by the Siate 
of Michigan, being la‘d for permanent use, may be 
remitied; woich was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

The bill in addition to An act to promote the 
progress of the useful aris, (an analysis of which 
was published in the Globe of yesterday,) Was re- 
sumed asin committee of the whole. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, since yesterday he 
had examined the 2d section, an was satisfied that 
its only effec: was to aliow persons who had lost 
patents since the act of 1537 to record them again, 
in the same manner as those who had lcs: their 
patents piicr to tat act. 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested to the Senator from 

faryland (Mr. rrr] to confine the operation of 
the 21 section to ciizens of the United States, or 
those who intend to become citizens. 

Mr. KERR, in accordance with the above sugges- 
tion, moved to amend the section, by striking out 
the words “‘person or persons,”? and isserting the 
words “citizen or cit'Zens, alien cr aliens, having 
resided one year in the United States, and taken 
the oath of their intention of becoming acilizen or 
citizens of the United Siates.” 

After a few remarks by Mr. HUNTINGTON, 
the question was pat on the ameadment, and it 
was agreed to. 

The bill having undergone several amendmen's 
suggested by Mr. Wriaut, to prevent foreigners 
coming here and taking out a patent for inven- 
tions brought here from abroad by American 
manufacturers, and in their use, was reported to 
the Senate; and, after a few explanatory remarks 
by Messrs. KERR and CALHOUN, was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration, as 
in committee of the whole, of the bi'l for the re- 
lief of Esther Johnson, the widow of Col. Jonas 
Johnson—the question pending being the motion 
of Mr. Woopsoay to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAHAM explained that, with reference 
to this bill, it was simply a quesiion whether the 
pension to which the willow was entiled under the 
law of 1836, (she having died while the application 
was pending,) shail be paid to her heirs, in accord- 
ance with the constraction given that Jaw at the 
Pension Office. If the bill were passed, it wou!d 
establish no new principle. 


that Congress had uniformly rejected claims of 
this character—granting to the heirs a pension 
which the parent had been entitled to, yet had never 
received. Mr. P. pointed out the distinction be- 
tween the navy pension systemand the pensions 
for revolutionary services, with a view to show 
that the opinion of the Attorney General on the 
navy pension laws, declaring the heirs tu be en- 
titled 1a case of the ceath of the paren'; an’, upon 
which opinion, the Pension cepariment had tound- 
edits practice in construing the revolutionary peasion 
laws, could not apply to revolutionary pensions. 
He believed the department bad placed an erro- 
neous construction on the Jaws, so far as pensions 
were allowed to the heirs. 

Messrs. KERR and GRAHAM made some re- 
marks again-t applying a diferent consiruciica of 
ihe pension laws to this case than had been given 
in similar cases. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, when this bil! was last up, 
it was not his intention in his remarks tu censure 
the Commissioner of Penstous for the construction 
which had been given tac pension laws. He esti- 
mated too highly the services of that officer to do 
so. What he complained of was the erroneous 
construction which has been given the law, and 
not the conduct of that officer, who bad founded 
his action on an cpinion of the Attorney General. 
He maintained that, alihough the Jaw had been 
interpreted to entitle the heirs to a pension in case 
of the death of the parent, it was the duty of Con- 
gress to arrest that interpretation now, being 
the first time its attention bad been called to it. 


The question, as ‘t was now presented in this bill, - 


was, whether they should confirm the jnterpreta- 
tion of ihe departmen, which ma’esa state of in- 
heritance cut of our peusion system. He had no 


prejudice against this case; but he was of the 
opinion that it went so iar even as to authorize a 
pnsion to the grandchildren, fur services per- 
tormed by a grandiather, and thereby establishing 
a vesied 1ighi ina pension; which was subversive 
of the principle upon which the pension system 
wes esiabiished. 

Mr. GRAGAM <aid that the Senator from New 
York aud L.nse'f perfectly agreed that ibe pene 
sion acts o: 1£32 and 1836 were ijl advised acts, 
and that the construction was the saine, ia this 
bill, which the laws bad eived up to this moe 
ment. ‘he only point of difereuce between them 
was, whetuer the construction should be arrested 
on this bill, to satisfy a most meritorious case, after 
having passed so many biils carrying out the same 
principles. He was opposed to arresting the con- 
struction on the remnant of the cases. 

Mr. SEVIER said the Commitice on Pensions 
had always acted on such construction of the laws, 
as allowed the children to receive the pension 
in case of the death of the parents; but if the heirs 
in this case were grandchildren, as asserted, a 
new question of law was presented. He did not 
believe the pen-ion laws would allow. of the pen- 
sion being paid to grandchi'dren. 

Mr. SMITE of Connecticut opposed the bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired wheiher there was 
any legislative precedent that went so far as this 
case? 

Mr. GRAHAM said he did not know whether 
there was. 

Mr. WOODBURY said,if there was a single 
precedeat, he would withdraw the motion to re- 
commit. If there was no legislative precedent, it 
was a proposition to make new rules of construc 
tion, instead of parting with old ones. Another 
reason for the recomiaitment was, that the com- 
mittee had not passed upon the billin its present 
form—granting a pension to the heirs, instead of 
the Widow. 

After a few remarks from Mr. GRAHAM in 
support of the bill, and stating that one chiid of the 
person who performed the service was living; and 
by Mr. PHELPS in opposition to the bill 

The question on the recommitment was taken, 
aud decided in the ailirmative—yeas 30, nays 10. 

THE TARIFF B'UL. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, ihe Senate took up 
the revenue bill for furtser consideration, as in 
committee of the whole; the bill being still open to 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to insert among ihe free 
articles the word “salt,” in page 36, line 55, after 
the word ‘‘erude.”” 

The bili, as it now stooj, (Mr. Aten 
said,) proposed to levy taxes to the extent of 
tweniy-seven millions of dollars upon the peo- 
pie of this country. This he (Mr. Acuen) 
considered an exceedingly high tax. It was 
high, because, as the authors of ine bill de 
ciared, the necessities of the treasrry required that 
itshould bese. ‘here were a few articles which 
were exempt from taxation by this bill; bui all the 
necessaries of jife, without exception, were to be 
taxed; and that severely. Such articles, for instance, 
as tea, coffee, and salt—articles which were as 
much necessaries of life in this country as bread 
itself, becxuse the habits and tastes of the people 
had been formed to enjoy them. 

While the Governmeat, therefore, found it ne- 
cessary to impose a tax upon those things which 
were absolute an! indispensable necessaries of 
life with the whole body of the people, it 
seemed to him unjast that articles of luxury— 
articles which ministered to the pampered and 
volupiuous taste of the wealthy-—-should be ad- 
mitted free of duty. If any one would take 
the trouble to examine the bill, he would find that . 
green aad ripe fruits, the produce of the West Ine 
dies—swee'-meats, which are to Le found alone on 
the tables of the rich—were to be admitied free of 
duty; whilst the tra and the coffee-cup of the poor 
est iarmer and mechanic in the country were to be 
laxed to the extent of twenty cents on the dollar. 
The people would hardly credit u, unless the bill 
were read in their presence. 

Again: it would be seen that gems and precious 
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kle en the persons of the great and tbe rich as or- 
namests, were to be free from duty; as also gold 
and silver epauletts, articles worn only by the am- 
bitioos and the aspirants afier honour and glory. 
These were to be free from du'y, while the very 
subdsistence of the common soldicr was subjecied 
toatax. There were other items which he could 
not avoid adverting to, and they were philosophi- 
cal apparatus, instiuments, books, charts, statuary, 
marble busts, paintings, drawings, engravings, 
medals, and gems. All these were to be permitied 
to be imperted free of duty—and this, too, ai the 
expense cf the very stomachs of the people. 

He (Mr. Aten) could not bring himself to 
consent to exempt these things, while it was to be 
done at the expense of the tea and coffee, and the 
salt, upon the poor man’s table. No. It was far 
more important, in bis jadgment, that the rude arts 
of life should be guarded and maintained¢—those 
arts which minister to the wants of men—than that 
the finer arts, which minister only to bis pleasures, 
should be protected. He was in favor oi extend- 
ing aid and assistance to colleges and institutions 
of learning, although he himse!f h*d never derived 
any great besefi: from such institutions; he would, 
nevertheless, cherish, animate, and encourage them 
by every legitigna'e mode within the power of the 
Government, whenever it could be done without 
infringing upon the rights and interests of the great 
body of the people. But let it be considered that 
the number of those who availed themselves of the 
advantages to be derived from these institutions 
was comparatively small. It was no there the 
poor man’s children were to be found. These 
things, then, which he had named, were to be ad 
mitted free of duty, because they were intended to 
benefit the sons of the wealthy classes, who were 
educated in colleges. 


If it were proposed to confer additional facili- 
ties and encouragerments upon the common-school 
system, there would be some sense in it; butin 
this species of legislation there was neither sense 
nor propriety. ‘Tne influential portions of society 
—the great and overshadowing corporations— 
these, it appeared, were the special objec's of Jegis- 
lative protection, at the expense of the great budy 
of the people. Wasitnot far more imporiant that 
the farmer—the patient, the industrious, and en- 
during farmer and mechanic, should be able to 
procure his tea, his cofiee, and his salt—ay, and 
even bis darning-needles, (al'uded to by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri yesterday,)—at a cheap rate, 
than that those articles which he had named, 
which ministered to the pampered palates of the 
rich—gems and ornaments, which addressed them- 
selves to the eye and the fancy—or even statuary 
and philesophical apparatus, which were for the 
especial use of the rich—should be allowed to 
come in free of duty? Was it not more im- 
portant that the former should be the object of 
legislative protection than the latter? Was it not 
more important that the necessaries of hfe should 
be relieved from taxation, and that ihe burden 
sbould fall upon those things whici ministered to 
the lighter passions of mankind? 

The Senator from Kentucky, the other day, ad- 
verted to the circumstances that our ancestors re- 
fused to drink tea and coffee. Why did they do 
80? Because a high tax wae placed uponthem. And 
now it was proposed to place upon these articles a 
tax far heavier than that odious tax which led to 
the Revolution. The Sena‘or from Kentucky had 
demanded whether the farmers and the mechanics 
of this country would not be as willing to abandon 
the use of these ar'icles, if they were too expensive 
for their means, as our patriotic forefathers. The 
question of the Senator excited in bis | ir. AL- 
LENn’s}] mind very serious refleciions. The ques- 
tion itself imported that the predominant party in 
this country, had broughtihe natica ioas disastrous 
a condition as it was at the time when the Revo- 
lution took pisce—when the people were called on 
to dispense with the necessaries of live, to relieve 
themselves from the burdens which the Whig par- 
ty have brought upon them, 

The « bject of his motion was to admit salt duty 
free. The average price upon that artic'e had 


been, for the last ten years, about eight cents upon 
the bushel; at times rising to eighteen cents, and 
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again falling to two and three quarters. It was 
propesed by this bill to impose a tax upon this 
necessary of life, of one hundred per cent.—making 
the people pay a dollar to the Government 
for every do!!ai’s worth of salt they buy, while 
articles of luxury were to be permi'ted to come in 
free of duty. He would not 2 Sena'e 
longer. There were other amendments to be 
moved to this bili; bat, as it was no na:t of his pur- 
pose to occupy the time of the Senate unneces- 
sarily, he would content himself with asking the 
yeas and nays upon his motion 

Mr. EVANS did not mean to reply to the Sena- 
tor; bat he weuld ask hiin where in this bill did he 
find that geraz, which sparkle on the rich, are 
made free? He finds among tue free articles, 
cabinets of specimens imported by literary or in- 
corporated societies; and these are the gems he 
speaks of. 

The contrast was drawn between the rich and 
the poor—alluding to those free gems as if they 
were to be worn by the rich. He also alluded to 
sweetmeats imported for the rich. Where does he 
find them in the bill? Greea er ripe fruit, in bulk, 
is the only thing of the kind; and not preserved 
fruits, which are to pav duty. The Senator says, 
Is it not right that aricles of great general evn- 
sumption ought to be cheap? Ceriain'y; and iron 
ought to be cheap, as well as tea and cuffee, for 
every one uses it. Soitis withsalt. It would be 
well if these things could be had for nothing. But 
where is revenue to be goi? Is it not certain that 
it must be had? Where else, but from these arti- 
cles of general consumption, was revenue to be 

ot? 

Mr. ALLEN explained that he had made no al- 
lusions, except to the gems of cabinets; but for 
whose benefit were they to be exempted from duty? 
Whose but that of the rich? And so with this fruit 
in bulk, to which the Senator alludes. Are not 
these things luxuries, that can be done withouni}? 
They are not necessaries. The poorcan do with- 
out them. Ii is only to the rich iney are necessary; 
and therefore they are to go untaxed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BENTON rose to second the motion of the 
Senator froin Obio [Mr. Aten] to place salt 
among free aiticles; an! whatever may be the fate 
of the motion to-day, he felt confident of its event- 
ual success. The Senator from New Hampsbir 
who sat on his left [Mr. Woopsury) was ihe old- 
est enemy of the salt tax now on this floor; he be- 
gan the war upon it above twenty years ago, and 
he (Mr. B.) had followed it up during his absence 
from this body. He hal warred upon it almost 
twenty years—twice as long as the siece of Troy 
lasted ; and as Troy was finaily captured and de. 
moiished, so he would finally expect to see the salt 
tax demolished. Such had been its fate in Eng- 
land, revived in that country by Sir Robert 
Walpole, who introduced the cheatery of the 
weigoed bushel, in-tead of the measured bushe]— 
acheatery by which the alum, or sun-made salt, 
was made to pay the duty on about two pecks and 
a half of salt. After a war of three-quarters of 
a century, the sali-tax was aboiished in England; 
and the English people now have their salt free of 
daty. They have so had it since 1818, when Sir 
Henry Parnell, Mr. Eivme, and other working 
members of the British Parliament, succeeded in 
abolishing it. 

In iike manner, he said, those who sat here 
woul. sull see this tax abolished. The motion is 
to place it among the free articles: if it does not 
prevail, and the bill passes as itis, the daty will 
be raised from 20 per cent. oa the value, which is 
the present duty, to GO cents a beshel of 56 pounds; 
which is above 5) per cent. on Liverpool salt, 100 
per cent. on Vark’s Island salt, 120 per cent. 
on Spanish and Pertuguese salt, and near 200 per 
cent. on salt from Italy and the Adriatic sea. The 
tax, therefore, is nct only enormous, but unequal—- 
eperating unequa iy on different kinds of salt, and 
injuriously vpon that which was made, by the 
p wer of the sun, out of sea-water—the alum salt— 
without which, salied provisions cannot be pre- 
pared for long keeping or for exportation. Mr. B. 
said the price of sun-made salt had been declining 
for twenty years past, and would come down to 
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the mere cost of gathering it up after made by the 
sun. The West Iedies, and al! the countries in 
the hot latitudes down the Mediteranean and 
out to the Egean sea, produce this salt, and 
would be elad to exchange it tor our surplas pro- 
visions. Mr, ®, then showed a table of the prices 
of salt at the different periods in 1822 and 1888, in 
different countries, for the purpose of exemplifying 
the injustice of a tax which was the same on all 
qualities and all varieties of salt. The fellowing is 
toe tavie: 
Price, per bushel, of salt imported into the United 
— during the years 1822 and 1838, respees 
tively 





ee 
W hence imported. | 1822. | 1838. 
Cents. | Cents. 
Sweden and Norway a 
Swedish West Indies ° - | 19 1-2) 716 
Danish West In:ties - - | 32 1-8 7365 
Dutch Wes: Indies - . - Is | 7 16 
Hanse Towns 9 1.9 
Enzland -}18 16) 18 
Scotland : ET? B44 
Ire land . - 5- | 
Gibraltar : : : 2 i 
Malta . } 


British West Indies, (Turk’s Island, &c.),- 
British American colonies and Newfoundiand 
Other Bricish colonies - ° 
France on the Atlantic - - 


10 78 
19 1-2 


France on the Mediterranean - : 8 1-2 7 1.2 
French West Indies . 21 

Spain onthe Atlantic . 7 3-5 4 23 
Spain on the Mediterranean - 958; 423 
Cuba : - - | 23 } 

Other Spanish West Indies . - | 15 1-2 | 
Portugal : “1 10 ; 61-2 
Fayal and other Azores : -} 1018 

Cape de Verds : . : | 813] 71-2 
aly - ‘ i -| 934) 458 
Sicily - . : of alt 258 
Trieste and other Austrian ports | | 
Turkey, Levant, &c. . - | 

Hay - : : - | 16 1-4 } 

Texas - - - . - 16 3.3 
Mexico - : - | 
Colombia - - . - | 513 
Brazil - - . -| 
Argentine Republic . | - | 714 
South America, generally . - | 12 31 | 


Mr. WOODBURY remarked that he should not 
have troubled the Senate with any remarks on this 
motion to make salt free, but for the reference 
and appeal which had just been made to him. 
Whatever had been his bumble exertions on this 
subject many years gone by, the business was now 
in better hands. The Senators from Ohio and 
Missouri (Messrs. ALLEN and Benton] needed no 
aid from him Bur, in the lapse of near a quarter 
of a century, the question in controveisy had some- 
what changed. Then, the strucgle was to reduce 
the duty; and he thanked God it had been reduced. 
Now, the struggle was to resist an increase of the 
duty; and, if possible, to carry out the whole de- 
sign at first entertaincd—of making sa!t, before this 
time, entirely free. 

The first day he ever opened his lips in the Sen- 
ate happened to be in censure of the enormous 
barden on the farmers of the country, through the 
tsxon salt. I:s amount was then quite equal, in 
his native Siate, to all the taxes of all kinds paid 
by its hardy yeomanry into their State treasury. 
Ia time of peace, on a single article—and that a 
necessary of lifeto all classes; and failing more 
especially heavy on the farming interest, from its 
use in salting their butter and cheese, and their 
flocks and herds, and picking their meats—the 
incquality and oppressive character of this tax 
were monstrous. file was then placed on the 
agricuitural committee; reported in favor of the 
reduction of the duty; and, alter several years? 
strugele, had the gratificnion cf seeing the tax 
reduced one-iali. 

Sut why did not the law 
ali the war debt was not 
it had been deemed by 


> further? Berauze 
_inen extinguished. And 
manv 2s a justifiable iax, 
from the first, only o* a tax ‘o support war, and 
extinguish war expenses. Henee, towards the 
close of Mr. Jeferson’s administration, it had been 
entirely abolished. Nor wasti renewed again till 
war was re.ewed in 38:2. 833, after belp- 
ing to discharge all tue war ded: of both the Rey- 
olution and the last struggle with Eogland, it bas 
gradually been falling to ony 20 percent, That 
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is the present raie; and this, on its average cost 
abroad, does not exceed 2 cents per bushel. 

Instead, then, in time of profound peace with 
foreign nations, and under no liabilities for war 
debts;—instead of increasing this tax four-feld, 
as is now proposed, why should we not adopt the 
Senator’s motion, and, as in Great Briiain, make 
an article so universally used entirely free—as 
free from the tax-gatherer as air and water. 

Who dared, in that tax-ridden couniry—though 
under seven to eight husdred miilions of pounds 
sterling of debt, in part the expense of many glo- 
rious wars—who dared there to recommend a tax 
on a single bushelof salt? Yet we are to be told 
that it is indispensable to have this tax forrevenue; 
we, who are so boastfui of our saperior condition, 
and greater privileges and exemptions from burdens. 
Though, nominally, the tax now preposed is bai 8 
cents a bushel, that is much higher, on the original 
cost of most of 1t, than 10 cen!s was in 1833; and 
even more, in some cases, than the enormous duty 
of 20 cents in 1826, when I attempted the first re- 
duction. Eight cents, on most of the sa!t now im- 
ported, except from England, is over 100 per cent. 

“on the original cost. An oppression like this in the 
gabdel/e (or salt-tax) in France, was one of the 
wice-spread causes, among her rural population, 
Which led to her revolution. But I will not be be- 
trayed into a speech on this occasion, and when 
other gentlemen have come prepared to explain the 
matter fully. On one point, however, before I sit 
down, I am particularly anxious not to be misun- 
derstood. It is the connexion between the daty on 
salt, and the drawbacks, or bounties, paid to ves- 
sels engaged in our fisheries. 


In former debates, sixteen or seventeen years 
ago, I deprecaied any diminution of the allowances 
to that hardy, enterprising class of seamen en- 
gaged in the fisheries, while they proved so great, 
useful, and inexhaustible nurseries for men to 
man in war our privateersmen and gajlant navy. 
Accardingly, those allowances were not then les- 
sened. Let me, sir, repeat again one or two rea- 
sons for this, which seem to me ample, and which 
were true both then and now. The original amount 
to be paid was graduated, not alone on the duties 
imposed upon the salt tsey consume, but also on 
the hemp, canvass, cordage, and iron employed in 
their vessels. Mr. Jefferson, who prepared the 
original c mputations on this, included the whole. 
Make the whole free, then, and some plausi- 
bility might exist for lessening the allowance. But 
while the duties now are not only retained on all 
the other a:ticles, but raised so much bigher than 
they were forty years ago, the whoie of the present 
allowances should remain, if not be increased, 
even were salt made entirely free. The additions 
Since to the duties on the others, is more than 
enovgh to counterbalance the removal of all duty 
whatever on the last. 

Mr. WALKER said that the manner in which 
the duty was to be estimated, made another of the 
many discriminations which existed in the bill in 
favor of the wealthier part of the community. 
The duty was to be paid on a bushel of 56 pounds. 
Now, table salt was the only kind which weighed 
as little as 56 pounds a bushel. The ordinary salt, 
used by the farmers of the country, weighed 84 
pounds. Therefore, the duty on the salt used in 
the country was 5 cents higher per bushel than that 
on the fine sait used at table. He thought the 
Senator from Missouri was right in saying that 
light was dawning upon the subject of the tax on 
salt. He thought he might name, not only the 
year, but the day when it would be repealed. The 
Sih day of January, 1844—about one month after 
the assembling of a Democratic Congress—would 
be the most appropriae period which could be se- 
lected for the purpose. There was no article which 
suffered a heavier duty than salt, and none upon 
which a removal of the duty would be hailed with 
more satisfacion. He knew the motion made by 
the Senator from Ohio would be vole! down now; 
yet, he cooied himself into the reflection that the 
time would arrive when different counsels would 
prevail. 

The questfon was then taken on the motion to 
include salt among the free articles, and resulted 
in the negative—yeas 16, nays 26, as follows: 








YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
cox, Woodbury. and Young—16. 

NAYS—Messra. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting: 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Rives, Simmoos, Smith of Ladiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, and Woodbridge—26. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the bill, page 30, 
80ih line, by inserting, instead of eight cents per 
bushel of 56 pounds on salt, two cents. 

Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The qvestion was then taken, and resulted in 
the nezalive—yeas 17, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Sevier, 
Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Young—17 

NAYS —Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafis, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting: 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 


ter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, sy rague, Talimadge, 


White, and Woodbridge—26, 

Mr. WALKER moved to strike out from the 
same line, “of fifty-six pounds.” 

Mr. WOODBURY said he rose, not to enter fur- 
ther into the discussion, bat to mention a sing!e 
circumstance connected with the former agitation 
of this duty in the Senate, near twentylyears ago. 
Among those then around him, but now no more, 
aod unaffected by the excitements and passions of 
the day, was one whose name and example might 
exercise some influence on the other side in favor 
of relief to the community from the great pressure 
of this proposed tax on sali, and to whose memory 
he wished, in this respect, to pay a just tribate. 
One of the Senators from Ohio at that time, who 
has since filled the presidential chair, was at first 
doubtful concerning the expediency of my proposi 
tion; bat, on mature refleciion and full :nvestiga- 
tion, he came out with both his tongue end vote in 
its support. Thovgh residing at no very great dis- 
tance from large domestic manufactures of salt, 
Gen. Harrison then made one of ihe strongest and 
most eloquent speeches he ever uttered on this floor 
in favor of lowering the duty. Mr. W. hoped that 
those who were pledged to his opiaions would, on 
this oceasion at least, follow his example. 

Mr. BENTON saidhe was in favorof the mo'ion 
to restore the measured bushel as the standard of 
the salt bu hel. He showed, from the first revenue 
act of 1779, that the measured bushel was the stan4- 
aid: it was three years af'erwards, (to wit, in the 
year 1792,) that General Hamilton, then Secretary 
of the Treasury, copying the device of Sir Robert 
Walpole, recommended and ob'ained from Con- 
gress a change in the standard of the salt bushel 
from measuie to weight. Mr. B. here read an 
extract from a report which he had make on the 
salt duties in th> session of 1839-"40, in which 
he showed the origin of this change in the bushel, 
and the object of il, and that this object was to 
increase the salt tax without seemirg to increate it, 
and thus adding cheatery to taxation. He read 
as follows: 





ACT OF MAY 2, 1792. 

This act raises the duty on salt by the indirect means of al- 
tering and reducing the standard of the bushel, substituting 
a weighed bushel of filly six pounds fora measured bushel of 
eighty four pounds, and increasing the fishing allowances In the 
same proportion. The history of this change in the bushel, 
which, at the tine, increased atax on a necessary of life with- 












out professing to raise it, and which has attended ever since, 
id is now attended, withsuch injurious consequences in the 
West, may be traced to its source in General Hamilton’s fluan- 


cial reports, as tollows. 

On the 16th March, 1792, the Secretary of the Treasury (Gen. 
Hamilton) reported in favor of raising additional supplies for 
the support of the Government and the defence of the frontiers; 
and, among other means of increasing the revenue from im- 
ports, recommended the salt duty to be calculated upon the 
weight, instead of the measure: and that fifty-six pounds 
should be counted fora bushel. His recommendation was as 


follows: 

“itis represented that the duty on salt operates unequally, 
from the considerable difference in weight, in proporucn to 
quantity, of different kind a bushel weighing trom 

Tt would havean 


about fifty-six to upwards of eighty weight. 
equalizing effect ifthe bushel were defined by weight; and, if 
six pound 


of salt: 








filty ls were taken as the standard, a valuable acces. 
sien tothe revenue would result.’—American State Papers, 
vol. 5. page 160. 

port, at pace 161, the Secretary, under the 
vyhable additional rerenue from 





“salt, from the equalizing regulation proposed, wil! probably 


y sixth more, or two cents per bushel; which, on two 
millionsof bushels, would yield $49,000. 
This is the act which has introduced into some parts of the 





yield one 


UTited States the idea of selling salt by the weighed, instead of 


the measured bushel, and has led to one of the greatest imposi- 
tions now practised by the salt-monopolizers of tue West. 


—— 


Improving upon the ideaof this weight for measure, they re- 
duce the fifty-six to fifty pounds; they then sell by lick-weight, 
which is always below true weight, and frequently as much as 
twenty orthirty per cent. below it. Thus, to raise the salt-tax 
indirectly, by diminishing the bushel, an immense and perma. 
nent injury has been inflicted upon the Western States, where 
the weighed bushel prevails, and a false idea of the national 
supply is created; for, when we say so many bushels imported, 
or manufactured, the mind is deceived—for they are not meas- 
ured bushels, weighing eighty-four pounds, but weighed bush- 
els, one-third less than the measured bushel. Tne reported 
importation of seven millions of bushels per annum, is buta 
litde upwards of five millions. Such are the consequences of 
a single indirect, and, apparently, asmall indirect movement in 
legislation! To increase the salt revenue in 1792, by altering 
the standard of the bushel, the nation, and especially the whole 
Western country, has since been cheated out of one-third of its 
salt; and, since the monopoly in the West, the cheat in that 
quarter (lick-weight and adulteration being considered) is fully 
one-half. 

But this change in the salt measure, though introduced into 
our laws on the recommendation of General Hamilton, and as 
au indirect mode of increasing the duty, was net original with 
him;it had previously been done, and for the same purpose, 
in Great Britain. Fifty-six pounds to the bushel had there 
been adopted, in order to increase the number of bushels, and 
thus augment the product of the tax. By this contrivance, the 
salt-tax, both in Eugland and America, while nominally on the 
bushel, was, in reality, on two-thirds of a bushei; but, in the 
year 1818, the English relieved themselves from this imposition, 
and from all the burdens of the salt-tax, by repealing it im foto, 
aud making salt free of tax in that country. 

Having read this extract from his report of 
1839 40, Mr. B. wenton to say that Gen. Hamil- 
ton was correct in stating the differegi weights of 
different kinds of salt; but he was wrong in his 
mode of equalizing it. Instead of taking the high- 
est weight, which was 84 pounds, or a medium 
weight, which would bring it to 70 pounds, he took 
the lowest, and made ali 56. This subjected the 
bushel of alum salt to a tax and a half; for the 84 
pounds was exacily half as much again as the 56. 
This, applied to the present bill, would make the 
tax on aium salt 12 centsa bushel, and on Liver- 
pool salt 8 cents. This would make a difference 
of 50 per cent. upon the tax on the same article. 
Mr. B. said Gen. Hamilton gained $40,000 addi- 
tional tax by his change of the bushe!; the present 
bill would make the additional tax $160,000; for 
the quantity imported now is four umes greater 
than it was in his time: the import was then two 
millions of bushels, itis now eight millions; and 
therefore the cheatery was four times greater than 
when first in‘roduced among us. Mr. B. said he 
must say of this motion, as of all the rest—it would 
not pass now, but it would pass when the Democ- 
racy should be in power; or rather the salt tax 
would be abolished entrely, and then the measure 
would restore itself. 

Mr. EVANS said there was no change in the 
law in this respect. It was such as it had always 
been. As the Senator from New Hampshire had 
told the Senate what General Harrison had said on 
the subject, he would be gladif he would also tell 
what Mr. Van Buren said. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that New York, be- 
ing largely engaged in the manafacture of salt, had, 
it was presumed, instructed both her Senators on 
the subject. 

The yeas and nays being called and ordered, 

The question was taken on Mr. Wa.ker’s mo- 
tion, and resalted ia the negative—yeas 17, nays 
24, as follows: 

Y¥ EAS—Messrs. Allen. Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Rives, Sevier, Walk- 
er. Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Young--17. 

NAYS- Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Claytor, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Graham, 
Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, and 
White--24. 

Mr. BENTON proposed to insert, page 35, line 
35, among the free articles, “frock salt.” 

Mr. B. supported his motion for placing rock 
salt among the tree articles, by showing that its free 
importation was highly essential to the stock of the 
Great West. This rock (or minera!) salt was got 
from the Cheshire salt-mines, in England, and used 
both in Eng!and and on the continent for salting 
steck. The Hollanders and Belgians used it 
largely. It was the easiest, the best, and the most 
economical! mode of giving salt to stock. It was 
merely put under a shelter, to keep off the rain, in 
the pasture where the cattle, bogs, sheep, or horses 
ranged; and each one licked offwhat it pleased 
without waste, without trouble to the owner, and 
just when the animal chose to take it. Being in 
masses, iteasily came in ballast; and from New 
Orleans, and other parts, would go to the interior 
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of the country, if its importation were encouraged, 
by freeing it frem duty. There was no rock salt 
in the United States; and no domestic article to be 
affected by it. It would be used by stock alone. 
And having failed in all his attempts to make gen- 
tlemen relent, when the comfort of the people was 
at stake, he would now appeal to them in behalf of 
all the cows, sheep, hogs, and horses in the United 
States, and beg them to let these poor dumb ani- 
mals have some salt to their green grass, so neces- 
sary to their health and comfort. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 13, nays 21, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, King, McRoberts, Sevier, Walker, Williams, Wood- 
bury, and Young—13, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Merrick, 
Miller, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—21. 


Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out from the free 


list, pages 34 and 35, the 5h paragraph of the 9th 
section, which reads as follows: 


**Philosophical apparatus, instruments, books, maps and 
charts, statues, statuary, books, and casts, of marble, bronze, 
alabaster, or plaster of Paris, paintings, drawings, engravings, 
etchings, specimens of sculpture, cabinets of coins, medals, 
gems, and all other collections of antiquities; Provided, The 
same be specially imported, in good faith, for the use of any 
society incorporated or established for philosophical or literary 
putposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the 
use, end by the order, of any college, academy, school, or semi- 
nary o. Jearning in the United States. 


The «.fect would be to leave those articles sub- 
ject to the d valorem duty of 20 percent. On this 
motion he cai.2d for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered. 


The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 4, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Fulton, and McRoberts—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Clayton, 
Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Man- 
gum, Merrick, Miller, Porter, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith 
of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—23. 


Mr. BENTON proposed an amendment, to pat a 
stamp duty on the issue, and an annual tax on the 
circulation, of paper currency; and supported his 
proposition by an elaborate speech, of which we can. 
not give even an outline in this brief report; merely 
stating that Mr. B. declared his first object to be to 
raise revenue from an articie which was able to pay, 
and ought to pay; and his next object was, to contri- 
bute to regulate the paper cnrrency. He was certain 
Congress had constituuional power enough to regu- 
late the paper currency,and had nothing to do but 
to exercise that power. A bankrupt act against 
banks—a stamp duty on the issue of all paper cur- 
rency—and an annual tax upon its circulation— 
would accomplish the object, and free the country 
from the curse of depreciated paper on any day 
that Congress chose. The following was his 
amendment: 


Sec. . And be it further enected, That from and after 
the last day of December, in the year 1542, there shall be laid 
and collected, throughout the United States, their Territories, 
and the District of Columbia, a stamp duty on the issue, and 
an annual tax on the circulation, of ail paper-currency, as fol- 
lows: a stamp duty of thirty cents on each piece of paper con- 
stituting such currency, and an annual tax of twenty-five cents 
on the same for each year it is continued in circulation, 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That every description 
of notes, orders, checks, or certificates, promising or ordering 
the payment of money or other thing, and put into circulation 
by corporations, corporate bodies, bodies politic, individuals, 
or companies, which shall be transferable by delivery, without 
the written endorsement of each passer thereof, and without 
being subject to the laws which apply to inland bills of ex- 
change, shall be deemed to be paper-currency within the mean- 
ing of this act; and shall be subject to the stamp duty and to 
the annual tax hereby imposed. 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That every corporation, 
corporate body, body politic, individual, or company, which 
shall issue paper-currency of the foregoing description, shall 
have the same stamped, and pay the duty thereon before the 
game is issued or reissued after the taking effect of this act; and 
for that purpose shall apply to the United States marshal for 
the district within which such issue is intended to be made, 
who shall forthwith stamp the same, and collect the duty there- 
on, according to the regulations and instructions which he shall 
receive from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Suc. . And beit further enacted, That it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to presctibe the forms, marks, 
inscriptions, and colors to be used for said stamps, and shall 
furnish the dies and machinery therefor to the respective mar- 
ashals, with the necessary books for keeping the proper ac- 
counts; and for defraying the expenses of purchasing the said 
dies, machinery, and books, the sum of three thousand dollars, 
out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
be, and the same hereby is, appropriated. 

Src. . And be it further enacted, That a f.ne of five thous- 
and dollars shall be imposed on the officers severally of each 
corporation, anda fine of fifty thousand dollars on each corpo- 
ration, corporate body, body-politic, individual, or company, 


which shal] issue or reissue any paper-currency, without being 
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stamped, andthe duty paid, as aforesaid: Provided, That any 
officer who proves his dissent to such issue, and vote against 
it, shail not be subject to such fine; and all contracts, loans, or 
payments made by thecorporations, corporate bodies, bodies- 
politic, individuals, or companies, made in paper currency not 
stamped as aforesaid, or founded on such currency as a con- 
sideration, shall be null and void, and of no effect or validity in 
any court whatever. 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That every corpora- 
tion, corporaie body, body-politic, individual, or company, 
which shall issue paper-currency of the foregoing description, 
shall make to the Secretary of the Treasury quarterly average 
returns of the number of notes or pieces of paper-currency so 
issued by them; from which quarterly average returns shall be 
made an annual average, which shall be deemed and held to be 
the number of notes or pieces of paper-currency kept in circu- 
lation by such party during the year, and on which the tax 
shall be collected; and said returns shall be made according 
to the forms prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
a double tax, and a fine of fifty thousand dollars, shall be in- 
curred by the party failing to make such teturn. 

See. . And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the annual taxes 
80 ascertained to be due from the issuers of paper-currency, to 
be forthwith collected by the United States marshals, and duly 
accounted for, and paid over by them. i 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That the sum of five per 
cent. shall be allowed to the marshals on the amounts collected 
by them on stamps, and 24 per cent. shall be allowed to them 
on theirtax collections under this act; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall cause such bonds and sureties to be taken from 
the said marshals as he shail deem necessary to insure the 
faithful performance of their duties under this act. 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That all double taxes 
incurred under this act for a default in not making returns of 
the circulation, shall be computed by the marshal of the dis- 
trict and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, according 
to the reputed capital employed, or circulation issued, by the 
delinyuent party; and all fines under this act shall be recover- 
able by action of debt, and shall be divided between the inform- 
er, the marshal of the district, and the district attorney of the 
United States prosecuting the same, in equal proportions, 


Mr. BENTON further observed that he was 
very certain, in a matter of such length and com- 
plexity, Senators were not prepared to vote upon 
it. Hehad not shown it even to more than one or 
two of his own friends. His object at present was 


to have it placed upon the journal; and he knew of | 


no way to accomplish that, but by calling for the 
yeas and nays. If the Chair said it could be done 
without that, he would not ask the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIR remarked that there were two ways 
in which it would go upon the journal—by the 
yeas and nays being taken, or a general wish ex- 
pressed to that effect. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and the 
question resulted in the negative—yeas 7, nays 27, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Allen, Benton, Linn, Smith of Connecticut, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, and Walker—7. 

NAYS—Mesers. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Cratts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por 


ter, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—27. 


Mr. WALKER moved as an additional section | 


at the end of the bill, the following amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage 
of this act, there shail be collected by the marshals in the sev- 


eral districts of the United States, under such regulation as | 


shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, an an- 
nual tax of 20 per cent. ad valorem on all gold and silver ware, 
exceeding in value $50; and in all cases where the marshals 
shall not themselves collect this duty, they are hereby author- 


ized toemploy the assessor, collector, sheriff, or coroner, in | 
eachof the same Counties or parishes of the several States | 
toaid them in collecting said tax; and a compensation of one | 


per cent. shall be allowed fer the actual amountof tax collected 
and paid over under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. WALKER said that, whilst this bill taxed 
so many objects and so many necessaries of live, he 
knew of no article which could be reached by a tax 
with more justice than gold and silver ware. 
Whilst we were complaining of a want of metallic 
currency, and resorted in such a great degree to the 
use of bank paper, it was asserted that double the 
amount of the coin of the country was wasted in 
mere articles of luxury. He read a statement from 
the bank tables prepared by the former Secretary 
of the Treasury, (Mr. Woodbury,) showing that 
the amount of gold and silver coin in the world 
was, according to the calculation of Humboldt, 
$1,580 000,000; and, according to the calculation 
of Bowring, $1,824,000,000. Now, in addition to 
this, large amounts were drawn from the useful 
purposes of circulation, and applied to articles of 
ornament. From the tables of Mr. Gallatin, it 
appeared that the precious metals employed for 
other purposes than that of a circulating medium 
were, in 1830, estimated by various writers at from 
$3,320 000,000 to $4,500,000,000. According, 
therefore, to the lowest estimate, twice as much of 
the precious metals were wasted in luxuries as were 
employed in furnishing acirculation to the country, 
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In the United States the amount of coin was esti- 
mated at $80,000,000. 

If the gold and silver in the shape of ware were 
double as much, then there was $160,000,000 
among us melied up into articlesaf luxury and 
ornament. He was informed that the cashier of a 
small bank had stated that $1,000 per week was 
drawn from his institution, for the purpose of being 
melted and manufactured iato gold and silver plate. 
He called the atiention of the people to these facts. 
He believed that, whilst the tax which he had pro- 
posed would produce revenue, the Constitution 
imposed no barrier to its attainment; and the effect 
would be a gradual diminuuon of the use and 
consumption of the precious metals in articles of 
show. We should not hear of bank presidents 
receiving $30,000 in plate, as presents; but the 
metal thus applied would find its way to the mint, 
and be converted into eagles, half-eagles, and quar- 
ler-eagles, dollars, halves, quarters, and dimes. 
Moreover the drain on the banks for precious 
metals would be diminished. He avowed his pur- 
pose to call the attention of the people to one of 
the reasons why they had not an adequate supply 
of the precious metals. After adopting the meas- 
ure he had proposed here, he would open nego- 
tuations with foreign Governments, to induce them 
to impose a similar tax. 


Mr. EVANS observed that this amendment pro- 
posed an excise, as the amendmeni of the Senator 
from Missouri proposed a stamp act. He might 
objeet to both, that they had no business in a bill 
to collect a revenue from imports. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi is to put a 
direct tax of 20 per cent. on gold and silver ware. 
And this is tu be collected by the marshal, col- 
lector, sheriff, coroner, and State officers of the 
Sta‘es, who’are to be thrusting themselves into every 
man’s house to hunt up the gold and silver ware 
in use, and take it ail away for the Government 
in the course of five years. Gentlemen com- 
plained greatly of invading the privileges of old 
ladies, and depriving them of their tea, coffee, and 
knitting-needles. But here they are to send the 
public officers every year, and make the old lady 
produce her spoons. Perhaps she has but a dozen 
in the beginning; but she is to give up something 
more than two of them every year, till all are 
gone, and then she is to come down to the iron 
age. Why should people be deprived of the right 
of doing as they pleased with their gold and silver? 
Can the Senator be serious in his axendment? 
If he is, why not tax those who hoard up gold and 
silver money, 2s well as gold and silver ware? 

Mr. WALKER was aware that no amendment 
which might be offered to this bill could be adopted. 
He knew it had been ordained on the other side. 
What was the object of the proceedings on this 
bill? Was it toembarrass the President; or, as in 
the case of the apportionment bill, to deprive the 
House of the power to amend ii? He wished the 
country to know that the majority here bad reso- 
lutely resisted all motions to agiend this bill. 

In reply to the question of the Senator, asking 
him whether he was serious in his proposition, he 
would say that the Senator would one day find that 
the people were serions enough in their conviction 
of its expediency. Since he first ¢ffered this prop- 
osition, four months ago, as an amendment to 
another bill, he had received more letters from dif- 
ferent parts of the country, expressing approbation 
of his object, than ever before in rejation to any 
other measure; and he had received the testimo- 
nials of several public meetings in its behalf. 

The Senator had asked if he would send the 
marshals of the Government to the houses of the 
people, to take a list of their property. He did 
not propose any such thing; bat, on the contrary, 
expressiy named the county officers to perform the 
duty of making the assessment and collections. 
Ail that these officers would have to do, would be 
to ask an additional question, ** What is the amount 
of your gold and silver plate, and ware?” He 
might ask, whom did the Senator and his friends pro- 
pose to send in‘o every man’s house? By this bill, 
he steals into every man’s house, and gets 30 and 
40 per cent. tax upon every article there used. The 
poor man knows nothcw much he has paid, for 
(he tax-gatherer is unseen. On the contrary, the 
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tax proposed by bis amendment was frank and 
open; the object avowed on its face, and known to 
every one. 

Tne Senator had spoken of mercy to the old 
woman. He asked the S-nator why he has not 
himself been merciful, and why he had voied fora 
tax on her tea and coffee? The Senator weold 
tax her necessaries—things which she could not 
dispense with; and Iet her Juxucies—things which 
she could seldom afford—come in free of duty. 
She could use china teapots, and cispense with 
silver and gould vessels; but could not do without 
her coffee and tea. Who, then, was ia favor of 
taxing the poor—ihe Senator or himsel{? Jo order 
to satisfy the Senator, he would so modify his 
amendment as to make it impose a tax only upon 
gold and silver plate exceeding $50 in value. 
Then tue old lady may still have ier silver tea- 
spoons. But not one dollar would be e:llecied 
under this provision—except, indeed, it be from the 
very rich. Those in wmoderaie circumstances, 
rather than pay the tax, would have their ware 
converied into coia. 

Mr. SIMMONS observed that the Senator from 
Mississippi bad said much against raisirg such an 
amount of revenue from this bill as twenty-seven 
millions; yet here was a proposition of bis own, to 
increase the amonnt by thirty-two mllions. He 
says there is za amount of one hundred and sixty 
millions in gold and silver ware in the United 
States; and 25 per cent. on that sum would be 
thirty-iwo miilions. 

Mr. WALKER said he had only taken Hum- 
boldt’s statement. If a deficiency of gold and sil- 
ver was felt io such a degree as to require larg? is- 
sues of bank currency, the obvious effect of his 
amendment wou'd be to supply that deficiency, by 
forcing the precions metals into the circulating me- 
dium. It would cause the precious me'als now 
locked up in ureless articles, to be turned into coin 

He mojitied his amendment so as not to reach 
articies under the value of $5). He called for the 
yeas and nays; which were o-dered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative—yeas 7, nays 39 as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Alien, Fulton, Linn, Smith of Connecticut, 
Tappan, Walker, and Wright—7. 

NAY=—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Ciayton, Conrad, Cratts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Grah m, 
Huntington, Kerr, Mingur Merrick, Muller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Preston, Kives, Sevier, Simons, Smith of In- 
diana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Talimadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge—30., 

No more amendments being cffered to the bill, 

The CHAIR repeated the usual form of repoit- 
ing back bills, as follows: Senators—The Senate 
has had under consideration, as in commitiee of 
the whole, a bill to provide revenue from imports, 
and to change and modify existing las imposing 
duties on imporis, and fer other purposes; and bas 
made divers amendnen's therefto—[roars ot lavchter} 
—has mae ne amendments. 
for amendment. 

Mr. WOODSURY 
page 9, Iine 16, in 
in<erting ihe 


aa : 
aie biil is UW open 


moved to amend the bill, 
relation to railroad iron, by 


words “permanentiy laid down for 


use.” 
Oa this motion he called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


Tae questivn was then taken, and 
the negat.ve —yeas 19, nays 25, as follows: 
¥Y EAS—-Mee Allen, Beaton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Fulton” 
Graham, Kiu-g, Linn, MeRober Sevier, Smith of Connecti’ 
cut, Sturge : Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woo ibury 
Wright, and Y oung-—19 


NAYS—Me % Aicher, Barrow, Bates, Bayard. Choate, 
Clayton Conra ‘ : Ye Devton, Evans, Winting- 
ton, Karr, Mangum, Merrick, rr. Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Bimumons, Son Jadiana, Sprague, Tallmadze, White, aod 


Woodbrid 
Mr 


WOODBURY moved to amend the bill, 
i 


4 ts t 
page 14, line 128 io 130, by striking out the 
words: 

* On plates or sheets, of which copper is the materia! of chief 


value, and o heathing metal, composed i 
per, two Cents jer pound.” 

This amendment was negatived. 

Mr. KING, with a perfect conviction that no 
amendmen!, however necessary, would prevail, 
would now withhold an amendment in relation to 
the reduction of the culy on cotton bagging—which 
he was sure would prev«il when this question 


should come up again, as he was certain it would— 
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and when he should be prepared to offer such 
proof of the jasiness of reducing the duty on cot- 
ton bagging, that his motion would prevail. See- 
ing the ulter uselessness of all 2U'e.npis to improve 
this bill, he should not delay the Senate by any 
mo'ien al prévent. 

The bill was then ordered to a th: 
the qgauesuca “Snail the bill 
third time?” 

Mr. CALHOUN observe. 
heard on the passage oi ints bill, and would ihbere- 
fore move an acjournment. 


Tae Senaie then, at 4 o’clock, adjourned. 


rd reading; and 
veing, be now read a 


1 that he wished ‘o be 


Oa Mr. Waricut’s moti 


ot yesterday’s p 


in our skeich 
roceedines, to chauge the specific 
daties on giass-ware io aa ad valorem duty, Mr. 

W. made the following remarks: 

Mr. WRIGHT said he would make one single 
other motion to atsend this biil—not because he 
wished to resist Whal was so plainly the determined 
sense of a majority of the Senate, but because the 
duty to which he was about to refer wa« so palpa- 
bly prohibitory; and because, if imposed, it must so 


mM, as given 


unreasonably cnaance the cost of a c!ats of articies 
So Wdiversally ‘nu use in onr country as to have al- 


most, if not altogeiler, takea a place among the 
necessary articles of common furniure in every 
family. Under such a daty, he did not doubt that 
the use would be vastly liraited, and the importation 
So greatly diminished as to cause a positive diminu- 
tion of revenue, even beiow that which a 20 per 
cent. duty would bring into the treasury; and he 
was not aware of the existence of domestic manu- 
factories anything lke equal to a supply for the 
country al any price. 

He referred to glass-ware generally; not at all to 
window giass. The bill imposed a daty by the 
pount weight upon giass-ware; and the duty pro- 
posed was from 25 to 45 ceats per pound upon cut 
g'ass, and from 10 to 16 cents per pound upon 
piaia, moulded, or pressed glass. 

He moved so to amend the bill as to strike out 
all the provisions imposing the daty by the pound 
weight, and to substtu’e an ad valorem duty of 
33 per cent.; equal to one-ibird of the value of the 
ware. ‘Tuis he thoughta sufficient duty upon any- 
tning, for any reasonabic proiestion; while he was 
sure it was rather too high than too low fora 
profitable revenue duty. 

As the best mode of showing what were the rates 
of duty prop sed by the bill, he wou!d read froma 
lever ‘rom a commercial house in New York en 
gaged in this trade. The writers of the leiter had 
long been extensive importers of the various glass- 
wares in us# in this country, and, therefore, spoke 
from experience. ‘The lever relaied io this very 
bi!!, and to this very provision of it; and its appli- 
cation was direct to the motion he had made. The 
leiter was a long one, and pointed out the defective 
characier of the bill, as io the whole arrangeinent 
of daties upon glass-ware cf every description, as 
well as upoucertaia other classes of articles; aud, 
if (ime permitted, the whole letter could not fail to 
in‘elest and instructthe Senate. At this late hour, 
however, and in the face of the impatience so 
plainly manifested, he would read but a single sen- 
tence. it was in these words: 





“For instance, a common cut tumbler, weighing 6 pounds per 
dozen, is to pay 25 cents per pound. This would be 81 50 per 
dozeu. This same article we have sold, the past season, at SU 
cents per dozen. Tle duty will appear even more monstrous 
and absurd, when we find 11 to be equal to 300 per cent. on the 


original cost. Again: acuttumbler, weighing 8 pounds per 
. 5 





dozen, is to pay 35 cents per pound; equal to $2 80 per dozen. 
Tiis article is now selling at @1 50 per dozen: the duty on which 
is fully equal to 280) percen. upon the orginal cost. On other 
cut tumbiers the d isin similar proportion, A plain com- 
mon tumbler, the sumpiion of whichis great, now selling at 
from 2 to 30 cents per lozen, is chargeable th a duty of 48 
ceats per dozen; equal to 350 per cent. on the cost. A-betier 
article, which we sell at 50 cents per dozen, is to pay aduty of 
60 cents; which ts, likewise, al 350 per cent. on the cost.” 


This (fir. W. said) was the present character 
of these duties, a¢ pointed out by practical and ex- 
perienced merchants, whose business it wasto trade 
in the articles. The letter exbibiis an equal ex- 
travagance of tax upon various other articles in 
the same class; but he would not detain the Seaate 
to read further. 

He was sure no one would call theserevenue du- 


ties. A duty of $1 50 upon an article selling in 


our own market at 80 cents! It was monstrous, 
and must be prohibitory; and he did hope gentle- 
men were Dot prepared to extend protection thus 
far towards a branch of manufacture not yet exist- 
ing in the country to an extent equal to its wants. 
Gentiemen might consider this glass-ware a luxury; 
but, if so, it was a legitima'e object for revenue, 
not for prohibition. He asked that tbe vote upon 
his proposed ame:.dment might be taken by yeas 
acd nays. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tacr pay, August 4, 13842. 

Mr LINN, fiom the Committee on Public Ex- 
penditures, made a report io re! ation to certain ex- 
penditures of ihe Post Ofiice Department; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUSHING, from the Commiitee on For- 
eign Relations, introduced a bill requiring foreign 
regulations of commerce to be annuaily laid before 
Congress: read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Waele on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the staie of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill from the Senate providing for the publi- 
cation ©: the journals cf the explor ag expedition: 
negalived, without a division. 

Mr. BURNELL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolred, That ihe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be, and hereby are, instructed to consider the®claim of T. D. 
Hopki.s, of Wellfleet, Massachusetts, or a pension from this 


Goveramat; and that the accompanying papers be commit- 
ted to said committee. 


Mr.C. 3. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported, without amencment, the bill 
from the Senate for the relief of William H. Rob- 
ertson, Samuel H. Garrow, and J. W. Simonton. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mitte, reported a bill to establish a district court 
of the United States in the town of Wheeling, Vir- 
ginia: read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN cailed for the orders of the 
day. 

Toe SPEAKER said the regular order was the 
report of the Committee on Indian Affairs in rela- 
tion to the letier of the Secretary of War declining 
to transmit to ihe House certain papers cna the sub- 
ject of trauds in the Indian country. 

This report, having been taken up, was discussed 
by Messrs. CUSHING, EVERETT, and J. COOP- 
ER, ull the expiration of the morning hour, 


THE REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. STANLY rose at the expiratioa of the 
morning hour, and moved that the House take up 
the bill tor the reorganization ef the army; which 
was agreed to. Pie previous quesiion having been 
inoved last night, the House came to a direct vote 
on the first amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole, (which was moved by Mr. 8. Mason.) in 
these words, to be insertec at the commencement 
of the first seciion: “That the regiment of dragoons 
authorized to be raipei and organized by the act 
approved May 23d, 1836, be disbanded on the Ist 
day of October next.” 

Mr. GRANGER cailed for the yeas and nays 
on the question of concurrence of the House with 
this amendment of tae Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLER of Missouri asked the yeas and 
mays, Which were ordered; and, being taken, ree 
sulted as follows: 


YEAS—Measis. Adams, L. W. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, 
Babcock, Baker, Beesou, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Brewater, 
Briggs, Brockway. Cathoun, John Campbell, William B. Camp. 
heli, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, John 
C. Clark, Chord, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, 
Cravens, Dauie', Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, John 
Edwards, Everett, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Geniry, Gid- 
dings. Gozgin, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, Green, 
Gwin, Houck, Houston, Howard, Hubard. Huuter, James Irvin, 
Cave Johnsen, Join W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Lane, Lewis, 
Lino, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Alfred Mar. 
shall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard. Morgan, 
Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenier, Pope, Ramsay, Read, 
Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, William Russell, James M. Rus. 
sell, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Suyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Triplett, Underwood, Warren, Weller, Jo- 
seph L. White, Thomas W. Williams. James W. Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Yorke, and John Young—100. 

NA YS—Messrs. Allen, Sherlock J, Andrews, Appleton, Ather. 
ton, Barton, Bidiack, Birdseye, Botis, Bowne, Boyd, Bronson, 
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Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Chittenden, Clinton, 
Cross, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Doan, John C. Ed- 
wards, Eghert, Fessenden, John G. Floyd, Thomas PF. Foster. 
Granger, Gustine, Fabershaia, Haye, Hopkins, Hudson, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingereoll, William W. Irwin, James, 
John P. Kennedy, Robert McClellan, McKeon, Mallory. Max- 
well, Miller, Moore, Newhard, Payne, Pearce, Piumer, Profit, 
Alexander Randall, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, Roo “it, Sal. 
tonstall, Sanford, Alexand-r H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Tatiaferro, 
Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thowpson, Tillinghast. Toland, 
Tomlinson, Trumbu!l, Van Baren, Wallace, Ward, Washing: 
ton, Weetvrook, and Edward D. White—09. 

Mr. BLACK appiied, before the vo'e was an- 
nounced, to fave his vote recorded. He said he 
was not within the bar at the time his name was 
called, but he desired to vote on the question ef 
concurrence with the amendmeat ot the com. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER said the gent!eman could vote 
if there was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK said he desired to vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. JOHN C. CLARK objected, and the vote 
was not received. 

Toe first amendment having been concurred in, 
the Elouse proceeded to the second, which reduced 
each company of the remcining regiment of dra- 
goons from 50 to 42 privates. 

The House non concurred in this amendment. 

Toe amendments reducing each company of ar- 
tillery and infantry from 50, as proposed by the 
original bili, to 42 piivateg, were eoncurred in. 

‘Vhe House also coneurret in the followicg 
amendment, which was an addition to the first sec- 
tion: 

Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to 
prevent the re-enlisinient of won-commissioned oflicers whose 
terms of service may expire before the army shall ve reduced 
to the number heretojore established. 

The secoad section was next in order. The 
Committee of the Whole struck out this section, 
which was in the following words: 

Sxc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the offices of the 
superintendents of the armories at Springfield and at Iarper’s 
Ferry shall be, and the same are hereby, abolished; and the du- 
ties thereof shall be performed by such officers of the ordnance 
corps as shall be designated by «he President. 

As a substitute for this, the committee had insert- 
ed the following: 





And be it further enucted, That from and after the Ist day 
of October next, the superintendents of the natione! armories 
siiall receive each $1,500, and ihe master armorers each $1,200 
annually, payable quarter-yearly; and the pay masters and mili- 
tary storekeepers at the armories and at arsenals, shall receive 
each $1,250 annually, payable in likemanner. Aud one of the 
above-named ofiicers, and no officers at the armories, of any 
grade wiiatever, shall wereatter receive emoluments of any 
kind, or any compensation or commutation beyond their stipu- 
lated pay, 1n money, except quarters actuaiiy provided for and 
occupled by such officers. And no military storekeeper at 
arsenals shall, after the said Ist day of October, receive, as pay 
or emoluments, beyond $800 per a:.num, besides quariers ac- 
tually provided anc occupied as such. 


Mr. BOW NE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, and resulted as follows—yeas 
103, nays 77. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
ton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Bowne, Brew- 
ster, Briggs, Brockway, Charles Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Burnell, Willi im O. Butler,Caihoun, Ihomas J. Camp- 
bell, Casey, Join C. Clark, Clifford, Clinton. Cowen, Cranston, 
Cross, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Doan, 
Doig, John Edwards, Egbert, Everett, A. L. Foster, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Green, Halsted, Harris, Hays, Howard, Hub- 
ard, Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, J: ies, Lane, Robert Me- 
Clellan, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot, 
Mattocks, Maynard, Medill, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 
Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Pope, Poweli, Benj, 
Randall, Reding, Ridgway, Rigge, W. Russei', J. M. Russel!, 
Saltonstail, Sanford, Soaw, Shields, Slede, Truman Smith, 
Snyder, Alexander H. Hf. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, 
WSweney.. Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, To- 
lend, Trumbull, Weller, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Wil- 
liams, James W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Yorke, and 
Joun Young—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Boyd, Bron- 
eon, Aaron V. Brown, Whiliam Butler, Patrick {. Caldwell, 
William B. Campbell. Carathers, Chapmen, Chittenden, Coles, 
Mark A.Cooper, Cravens. Daniel, Dawson, Deberry, John 
C. Edwards. Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Thomas F, 
Poster, Gamble, Gentry. Goggin, William O. Goode, Gustine, 
Gwin, Habersham, Hopkins, Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Wiliam W. Irwin, Cave Jolinson, J. W. 
Jones, John P. Kennedy, Lewis, Linn, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, Samson Mason, Maxwell, Mitchell, Newhard, Payne, 
Pearce, Plum-r, Ramsey, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Read, Rencher, Reynolds, Rodney, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shep- 

erd, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Jacob 

hompaon, Tomlinson, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Van 
Buren. Wallace, Warren, Washington, Westbrook, and Ed- 
ward D. White—77. 


So the House concurred in the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The next question was on concurring in the 
amendment disbanding two surgeons and ten as- 
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sistant surgeons; and this question was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 91, noes 40. 

The next question was on concurring in the 
amendment striking out the 5th section, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That a competent person 
may he employed by the ordnance bureau, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for such time as may ber 
te supermntend the manufactu 
fonndries wheie such cannon may be 
with the United States, whose pay 
exceed those of a major of ordnance during the time he shall 
be so employed, to be paid out of the appropriations for 
armame' of fortifications; and for the services rend 1 in 
such superintendence first day ef March, eighteen 
the authority of the War De 
same compensation shall be allowed as herein 


ec Casa;ry, 
re of iron cannon at the several 
made under contracts 


and emoluments skal! not 


since the 
hundred and forty one, un‘er 
partment, tae 
provided 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold, Ather- 
ton, Ayerigg, Babcock, Barton, Blair, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, 
A. V. Beown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Calhoun, J. Campbell, 
Wm. B. Campbeli, Tanoas £. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, 
Chittenden, Ciifford, Coles, Cowen, Daniel, Dean, Deberry, 
Gentry, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Green, Gwin, Halsted, 
Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houston, Howar?, tiubard, Muncer, 
James, Cave Jolinson, Jolin W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Lewis, Lina, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, Sia! ory, 
Mathiot, Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Osborne, 
Owsley, Payne, Pope, Powell, Read, Reding, Rencher, Rey- 
nolds, Riggs, Rodney, Roosevelt, Wm. Russell, James M. Rus 
sell, Saistonstall, Sanford, Shaw, Shepperd, Soayder, Steenrod, 
Siratton, Alexander H. H. stuart, Sweney, Talhiaterro, Pich- 
ar W. Thomoson, Jacob Thompson, Turney, Underwoo !, Van 
Buren, Watlace, W 

NAYS—Messrs 












ashington, Watterson, an’ Weller—S2. 
Alams, Sherlock J. A: drews, A®bsleton, 
Biker, Bee on, Bidlack, Birdseye, Boardman, Borne, Bronson, 
Chs. Brown, Burnell, Wm. Batier, Wm. QO. Butler, P. C 
Caldwell, Chapman, John C. Clack, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Cravens, Crovs, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Richard D, 
Davis, Doan, Doig, Everct!, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G, 
*jeyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Thoinas F. Foster, Gamble, Gog- 
gin, Granger, Gustine, Habersuam, Holmes, Houck, Hudson, 
Charlies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingerso'l, Jaives Irvin, W. W. 
Irwin, John P Kennedy, Lane, McKay, McKenran, McKeon, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, S. Mason, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Newharu, Pearce, Plumer, Ramsey, 
Benjamin Randal’, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, 
Saunders, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, 
John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Tilli:ghast, To!and. Tom- 
linson, Trip'e't, Ward, Warren, Westbrook, Edward D. Whiie, 
Joseph L. White, Thomas W, Williams, James W. Williams, 
Joseph L, Williains, Yorke, and John Young—90, 


So the amendment was not ccncurred in. 
The nexi question was on concurridg in the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


S:rike out [from the clause allowing double rations} the 
word: 

“Jo the genera's commanding the eastern and western ge- 
ographical divisions, and to the colonels and other officers com- 
maniing military geographical departments,” 


And inser!: 


“To the generals or other oilicers commanding geographical 
military departments; to the Adjutant General of the army; the 
Quartermaster Generai; the Commissary General of Subsis‘« 
ence; and the Colonels of the corps of engineers, the ordnance, 
and topographical engineers.” 


Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL a:ked the yeas and 
nays, Which were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Apvleton, Babcock, Baker, Barton, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Borden, Bowne, Br Bronson, Wm. Butler, 
John C. Clark, Cranston, Craven sushing, Fessenden, Fill- 
mere, Thomas F. Foster, Gamb!°, Giddings, Granger, Green, 
Gustine, Habersham. Holmes, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvia, Wm. W. Irwin, John P. Kennedy, Lane, McKen- 
nan, Samson Mason, Maxwell, Maynard, Michell, Morgan, 
Morris, Morrow, Owsley, Pope, Powell, Proffir, Randolph, 
Ridgeway, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman Smith, stanly, Stokely, 
Summers, Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Triple:t, Trumbull, Wallace, Washington, Edward D. 
White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, and Yorke 
—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arnold, Atherton, Avycrigg, Beeson, B:dlack, 
Black, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Green W. Caldwell, Calhoun, John 
Campbell, Wm. B Catnpbel!, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark 
A. Cooper, Cowen, Cross, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Doan, 
Doig, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, John G. Floyd, 
Gentry, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Wm. O. Goode, Graham, 
Gwin, ‘Yalsted, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, How- 
ard, Hubard, C. J. Ingersoll, James, Cave Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Linn, Abraham McClellan, 
Robert McCileilan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred 
Mareha!!, Methiot, Mattocks, Medi'l, Moore, Newhard, Os- 
borne, Parmenter, Payne, Peaice, Piumer, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randall, Alexinder Randal!, Read, Rediig, Rencher, Riggs, 
Rodney, Roozevelt, William Russel!, James M. Russell, San- 
ford, Saunders, Shaw, Shepnperd, r hields, Siyder, Steenrod, 
Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Sumter, 
sweney, Jacoh Thompaon, Tomlinson, Turney, Undervwous', 
Van Buren, Warren, Watterson. Weller, Westbrook, Jos: ph L. 
Williams, and Jona Young—107. 


The next question was on concurring in the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


Strike out (from the clause allowing double 
words: 
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“To the commandant of each of the armories, and of each 
arsenal; to the officers of the corps of engineers and topograph- 
ical engineers having ths immediate command of the men en- 
gaged in the construciion ef forifcations, or ether military 
works, orin the improvement of harbors or rivers; but not to 


include any superintendent other than the officer having such 
immediate commaud.’”’ 


This amendment was concurred in—ayes 92, 
noes vot counted 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and havirg been read the third 


time— 
Mr. PROF FIT asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordereu; aad, being taken, resuited as folluws; 


YEA%—Messis. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J, 
Audiews, Appleton, Arnold, Atherton, Ayerige, Babcock, Baker, 
Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, B LBoardm, Borden, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brockwey, Aaron V. Brown, Micon Brown, Jer. 
emiah Brown, Burke, Willicm O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, William 3B. Campbeil, Thomas 
J Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, pan, Chittenden, John 
C, Clark, Clifford. Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, 
Cranston, Garrett Davis, Evereti, Fessenden, Fillmore, Gentry, 
Giddings, Gov2in, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, Gra- 
hain, Green, Gwin, Hall, Houck, Houston, Howard, Huburd, 
Hudson, Huner, James Irvin, John W. Jones, Lane, Linn, 
Abriham McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Thomas F. Mar. 
shall, S. Mason, Mathio', Mattocks, Maynard, Mitchell, Mor- 
gan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley. Parmenter, Payne, 
Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randai!, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Real, Retiag, Rencher, Reynolds, Ri’gway, Wm. 
Ruseel!, James Mf. Kuseell, Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Shields, 
Slade, Tiuman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, surat. 
ton, A.H. HL. &inart, John T. S uart, Summers, Jacob Thomp. 
on, Tomlinson, Triplet!, Trumbull, Toraey, Underwood, War. 
n, Washineton, Weller, Westbrook, se seph L. White, Thes, 

Willia:os, James W. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
rke. and John Young—123. 
NAYS.—Messrs, B.ack, Bowne, Brewster, Bronson, Charles 
Frown, John Camobell, Cross, Cushing, Richard D. Davia, 
Dean, Doig, John ©. Edwards, Egbert, Join {G. Floyd, A. L. 
Foster, Thomas ", Foster, @:mble, Granger, Gustine, Haber- 
sham, Halsted, Harris, ifays, Holmes, Hopkins, Charlee J. In- 
gersoll, Josent) LK. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, James, Cave 
Johnson, Join P. Kennedy, Lewis, Robert McCleliazn, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand. Alfred *)orshall, Maxwell, Siechiii, Miller, 
Newharc, Pearce, Piumer, Proffit, Riggs, Rodney. Roosevelt, 
Saltowstall, Santord, *weney, Talialerry, Richard W. Thomp- 
soa, Tillinghast, Toland, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, and 
Edward D. White.—62 

So the bill was passed as amended. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on his bill 
to reduce the pay of members of Congress, and 
other Government officers. fs 

Mr. HALSTED moved that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole on the bill to regulate the 
taking of testimony in cases ef contesied elections. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole ea the fortification bill. 

The SPEAKER said ali these motions to go into 
Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking 
up specific bilis, were out of order, as it would be 
for the committee itself to determine what bill it 
would take up. 

The House then agreed to resolve itse'f into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Braieas of Massachusetts in the chair ) 

Mr. ARNOLD renewed his motion to take up 
the bill to reduce the pay of members of Congress, 
and other Government officers. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to take up the foriifica- 
tion bill. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved to take up the bill 
in relation to the resa!ts of the exploring expedi- 
tion, 

Mr. HALSTED moved to take up the bill to 
regulate ihe taking of testimony in cases of con- 
tested elections. 

Messrs. T. W. CAMPBELL and COWEN 
moved to take up bills whose titles wers not 
heard. 

Mr. McKENNON moved to take up the bill 
making appropriations for certain acts of marine 
hospitals on the Western waters. 

Mr. CALUHOUN moved to take up the bill to 
amend and consolidate the several acs concerning 
navy pensions. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to take up the bill to pro- 
vide for the satisfaction of claims for French spo- 
liations prior to 1800. 

Mr. GAMBLE moved to take up the bill to 
provide for the payment of the Georgia militia for 
certain services. 

Mr. D. H. LEWIS made a li!re motion in re- 
lation to the Alabama militia. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to take up the bill 
reported from the Judiciary Committee, to remove 
doubts respecting the construction of the revenue 
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Mr. PROFFIT moved to take up the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the Cumberland road, 
which had been long oppressed. 

The CHAIRMAN inguired the number of the 
bill, (all other gentlemen, on moving to take up 
bills, having given their number.) 

Mr. PROFFIT said he knew not how it stood on 
the calendar; but it was A No. | in his estimation. 

The vote was then taken on taking up Mr. Ar- 
NOLD’s bill, and the motion was n-gatived by an 
overpowering “No.” ‘Tellers were called for, and 
Messrs. C. Brown and Rernoips were appointed, 
and they reported 39 in the affirmative. The nega- 
tive was not taken. 


Mr. Tittinenasr’s bill in relation to the explor- | 
ing expedition, and Mr. Hotmes’s fortification bill, | 


were also voted down. 

Mr. Hatsrep’s motion was sustained, 101 voting 
in the aflirmative. 

CONTESTED ELECTION BILL. 

The comm ttee took up the bill entitled “A bill 
regulating the taking of testimony in cases of con- 
tested elections, and for other purposes.” 

The Clerk read the bill through; and having 
doue so, he re-read the first section, which was in 
the following terms: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent. 


atives of ithe United States of America in Congress as. 
sembled, That it shall be thed ity of the officer or board, author- 
ized by the laws of the several States to make the final canvass, 
aod ascertain Or determiue who are elected members of the 
House of Represeutatives of the Congress of the United States, 
orto commission such persons, Or proclaim such result, to 
transmit a duly authenticated copy of such determination, 
conmimission, Or proclamation, to the Clerk of the said House 
of Representatives; from which, at the commencement of the 
first session of every Congress, itshall be the duty of the Clerk 
of the preceding House to prepare a list of the members elect, 
jor the organization of such House.” 


Mr. HALSTED, chairman of the Committee 
of Electons, explained the provisions, and the ne- 
cegsity and importance of this bill. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT pointed out certain difficul- 
ties respecting the duties here prescribed for the 
Cle:k of the preceding House ot Representatives. 
No provision appeared to be made in case of the 
death of that officer, nor was any oath required 
for the proper discharge of his duties. If thirty- 
six men should come here at the next session 
from the State of New York, elected by general 


ticket, (though it was not likely to happen,) and the | 


Clerk was under no obiigation by oath, some diffi- 
culties might arise; for it would be scarcely com- 
petent for the Clerk, or he might not, if under no 
such obligation as he had specified, properly de- 
cide on the legality of such election, under the late 
act of Congress. 

Mr. HALSTED rose to explain; but 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, to remove one difficulty 
suggested, moved to add, after the word ‘‘House,”’ 
in the twelfth or last line but one, the following: 

“Or in case of his death, er inability to act from any cause, 
then the chief clerk in his office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON suggested that another amend- 
ment was necessary. The section, as it now stood, 
required the officer, or board, authorized by the 
laws of the several States to make the canvass, 
&c., and to proclaim the result; but no time was 
specified for the performance of this duty, and 
therefore it might not be done in sufficient time to 
enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to make out his list of the membeis elect for the 
organization of the Hlouse. He moved, there- 
fore, to insert, after the word result, ‘“‘within 20 
days after said result is known.” 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that the word “‘forth- 
with” would answer the purpose, 

Mr. HOUSTON accepted the modification. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said there was no neces- 
sity to state any time whatever, provided it was 
done before the meeting of Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the second section, which was in these 
words: 


“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if such officer or 
board shall neglect to perform the duty required of them by the 
preceding section, it shall be the duty of the said Clerk of the 

ouse of Representatives, by letter, to call their attention to the 
subject, and request a compliance ; but if, for any cause, the 
gaid Clerk shall not receive the evidence of election contem- 
plated by the preceding section, then, in making up the list of 





laws, which, he said, was of pressing importance. 
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members elect for erganization, it shall be his duty to supply 


such omission from the best evidence which he can obtain.”’ 

This section invested the Clerk with important 
powers, and it was necessary that he should have 
time for the discharge of his duties. 

Mr. ADAMS made some observations on the 
Same sabjevt. 

Mr. FILLMORE observed, that while he had 
the honor of serving on the Committee of Elec- 
lions, as well as since that time, he had been con- 
vinced of the necessity of adopting some measure 
by which authenuc information should be pro- 
cured on which to rely in the organization of the 
House; and, further, that it should be brought in 
early enough to be used in the beginning of the 
session; but, when the House had once organized, 
no law that they could now pass could control it 
in the exercise of the constitutional right of deter- 
mining who was elected. It was clear to him that 
they should distinguish between evidence furnished, 
in the first instance, for the organization of the 
House, and that when they were to decide on the 
validity of the election. Again: though Congress 
might prescribe the districts in which the elections 
should be held, and also prescribe the times of 
holding them, yet it could not exercise any 
control over the persons who are to hold the elec- 
lions: for instance, it could not be supposed that 
Congress could exercise any control over the Gov- 
ernors of the States. Though it was desirable 
that there shoald be a uniformity in the mode of 
declaring the elections, yet he believed it would be 
impossible to arrive at such aresult. The gentle- 
man was mistaken in supposing that a majority of 
the members were commissioned by the Governors 
of the States. It was not so in his State; for there, 
the Governor had nothing to do with the matter. 
There was a board of commissioners to canvass 
the elections throughout the State, and declare the 
result, and give certificates to the persons elected. 


Mr. AARON V. BROWN had very little to say 
with regard to this bill; but the question he wanted 
to raise was, as to the propriety of the Ist and 2d 
sections. He thought that these sections were not 
properly connected with the subject on which they 
were about to legislate, as might be inferred from 
the title of the bill. There was a universally ad- 
mitted evil on this subject, which he believed the 
former Committee of Elections, as weil as the present 
one, felt a strong inclination to remedy, and about 
which, should a remedy be proposed, there was 
not much likelihood of a difference in the House. 
The two first sections of the bill, however, did not 
relate to contested election cases, nor in the slight- 
est degree to the evilto be remedied. From the 
3d section to the end of the bill, the whole subject 
of contested elections would be found to be em- 
braced; but the two first sections concerned noth- 
ing but the organization of the House; which, in 
his Opinion, it was out of their pewer to provide for 
better than at present. He would affirm that no 
law that they could pass would ever prevent such 
occurrences as the member from New Jersey al- 
luded to. The House would judge of the elections, 
qualifications, and returns of its members, as it 
was empowered to do by the Constitution; and 
would never think of consulting the Senate or the 
President on this subject. Why, then, attempt by a 
bill of this description to regulate a matter in which 
there was no probability of their succeeding? And 
if there was such a probability of success, was 
this the right mode of proceeding? Why direct the 
Governors of the States to send in the evidence of 
the elections before the meeting of Congress? 
There was nobody authorized to make the call on 
them for this evidence; for the Clerk, so far from 
assuming the authority to do so, would, at such 
times, hardly know whether he has any legal ex- 
istience or not. Nothing could be done till the 
meeting of Congress; and when that day arrived, 
every man who claimed a seat would present him- 
self in the House, with the evidence to establish 
his right. 

Mr. HALSTED here interrupted Mr. Brown, 
and proposed, as there was not a full House, to 
pass over the Ist and 2d sections, and go on with 
the other parts of the bill, concerning which there 
was no difference of opinion. 

Mr. BROWN could hardly accede to the ge-n 








tleman’s proposition, without the general assent of 
the House; but he would suggest to him to con- 
sider these two sections as stricken out, and go on 
with the rest of the bill. The view that he took of 
the question was this: there was no necessity for 
sending in here any testimony till the meeting of 
Congress; and when that day arrived, he sup- 
posed there would be persons here contesting 
seats, and that the House would be competent 
to decide on its own mode of proceeding in such 
cases. The first difficulty that would occur would 
be in the organization of the House. Who was 
to rise to call a member to the chair? This 
struck at once at the question before the House; 
for who was to decide which members were le- 
gally elected? Was the Clerk to doit? Was he 
to decide from his official list? Now, if it was 
intended by this bill to render the list made out by 
the Clerk an official one that, could not be doubted, 
he must express his entire dissent from sueh a 
principle. If, instead of rising and calling for the 
members of the several States in their order, 
naming them, the Clerk calls the names of the 
members from his official list, could any one rise: 
and object to another, when called, that he was 
nota member? Should sucha question be raised, 
was it to be decided by the Clerk? Was it intend- 
ed by this section toegive him authority to call 
whom he pleased, and no questions asked? If so, 
Mr. B. asserted that it was giving him higher 
authority than he approved of. If these sections did 
not intend to give this official importance to the 
Clerk, they were in other respects wrong in 
principle, and he therefore moved to strike out 
these two Sections. 


Mr. POPE expressed the hope that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee would pre- 
vail. He thought that, in adopting these two sec- 
tions, they would be legislating too much. There 
was no difficulty in getting on as they always had 
done, and in deciding on each other’s credentials. 
This matter must be settled here, as it was in every 
convention in the werld. As to their saying that 
the Clerk, who wasa meve ministerial officer cre- 
ated by themselves, should have the power to enrol 
such members as he thought proper, he could not 
give his assent to such a proposition. Mr. P. con- 
tended that there was no difficulty under the former 
practice, which he described. As to uniformity, it. 
could not be obtained, unless Congress took from 
the States the power of holding elections, and held 
them by its own officers. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL having made some ob- 
servations, 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to strike out the words 
at the close of the second section, as follows: ‘it 
shall be his duty to supply such omission from the 
best evidence which he can obtain.” He pointed 
out the importance of depriving the Clerk of such 
great powers as this branch of the section would 
give to him. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN opposed the bill with 
even more than his usual animation. The first 
section of this bill proposed to do what had never be- 
fore been attempted in a [ree popular Government; 
it suggested a measure more dangerous than had 
ever been tried either here or in Great Britain— 
namely, to establish a tribunal to obviate the dif- 
ficulty in the organization of primary assemblies, 
by judging of the right of those who claimed to 
compose them. Such a tribunal had never yet 
been discovered, either in England or in America. 
An effort had sometimes been made here to confer 
that power on the executive of a State; but it had 
been resisted, and ever would be. It never was 
intended by the Constitution that any power should 
interpose between the people and their House of 
Representatives. The Commons of England met, 
declared who they were, and who should be their 
Speaker. They judged of each other’s credentials: 
here, each House was declared to be the exclusive 
judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members. But what was this House now 
invited to do? That power which the Constitution 
kept with such jealous care from all but themselves, 
they were asked to confer upon a Clerk, and that 
not their own, but who had been the Clerk of a 
preceding Congress—of another body—when even 
one Congress could not prescribe to anether. Was 
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this in the contemplation of the Constimtion? It 
was the intention of that holy instrument that this 
partof the Government should come pure and 
unalloyed from the people themselves, without any 
control from any quarter. He admitted that this 
might be attended, in the outset of a Congress, 
with some inconvenience, and possibly some 
trouble; but they were in all ihis responsible to 
the people, and to the people alone. They were 
not going to ask a Clerk who had, and who had 
not, a right to take a seat on that floor; they would 
submit to no execuiive or other buman tribunal; 
but held themselves responsible alone to the people 
and to God. 

The committee were attempting too much. They 
were trying to do what our fathers were never able 
to do—'o geta free popular assembly to be like 
some clock, or other machine, that would go of 
itself, with a mechanical regularity. It could not 
be done; and if it could, the vital informing soul 
of a free Government would have been destroyed. 
Be the difficulty of organization what it might, he 
waated not to see it obviated by force of law; when 
that was done, the first principle of represeatative 
government was stricken down and destroved. 
Such a thing never had been attempted in the Brit- 
ish House of Commons. Something, in these 
cases, was to be taken for granted. It was not to 
be presumed that gentlemen would come here like 
thieves and robbers, to seize on seats in this ha! 
without color of right. If they did, the appeal 
would lie to the people, and nowhere else. 

Mr. B. had seen this question tried. He had 
seen the attempt made to make the Executive a 
judge, and it had failed; and none who had been 
present and witnessed that failure, would ever at- 
tempt that project agaia. He had seen the Execu- 
tive hand thrust inio the Representatives’ hall of 
his own State, (Pennsylvania,) to point out who 
should take a seat there; and he had seen that hand 
mutilated, and the man himself prostrated in the 
dust. He hoped never to see that thing atiempted 
again. Men who claimed under such credentials, 
derived from such an authority, and who attempted 
to organize themselves into a House on the strength 
of them, had been driven by an indignant people 
from the seats they usurped, from the hall into 
which they intruded, and finally from the possession 
of power. 


He wanted the people’s Representatives to meet 
under their sole responsibility to the people. No 
clerk should interfere with iron hand to put this 
man in, and that manout. Mr. B. insisted on judg- 
ing for himself who were to be his associates, and 
having them judge in regard tohim. Let our in- 
stitutions be preserved in their freedom. They had 
proved themselves able to sustain the shock, and 
that very fact ought to prevent al! attempt at inter- 
ference. 

He had been here at the time alluded to, (1839;) 
he had seen it al!; he had witnessed the confusion, 
and he had gloried in it. It spoke well for the 
strength and perpetuity of our Government. He 
regretted the cause, but he gloried in the result; it 
showed that our institutions were able to resist 
anything and everything that threatened them, and 
that they had that vis conservatrir—that inherent 
spirit of life and strength and self-preservation— 
that enabled them to bring order out of confusion, 
and to gather strength and solidity from every as- 
sault. Might their free spirit long, long survive, 
and every attempt to enchain it sigaally fail ! 

Mr. LINN, after a cursory review of the provi- 
sions of the bill, and especially of the two sections 
which were so strenuously opposed, said that to 
him the objection of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Brown] seemed strange indeed. The 
gentleman referred, in corroboration, to the British 
Parliament. Now Mr. L. would undertake to say 
that no man ever took his seat in the House of 
Commons that did not first exhibit credentials of 
his election; and that was all that was required by 
this bill. It proposed to avoid the difficulty which 
had been experienced in the organization of this 
House in two ways: either by a general official 
certificate of the results of the election in each 
State, or by the exhibition of due credentials by 
the individuals claiming a seat. It proposed no 
control over elections—ne interference with their 
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entire freedom—no prescription with the form otf 
returns; a!l itasked was that such a return or cer- 
uficate, or commission—call it what you would, 
patitin what furm you please—as the laws of 
each Siate require:!, should be placed in possession 
of ihe Clerk, from which a prima facie list of mem- 
bers should be made out. 

He could see no foree in the objection urged by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brown. } 
There was no interference with that provision of the 
Constitution which declared that each House 
should be the judge of the election and returns of 
itsown members. This bill only provided a mode 
of prima facie ja’gment, with a view to organiza- 
tion, and then, in case of alleged fraud, the House 
must give final jacgment between the claimaais. 
How was the House constituted, as things row 
stood? The Cle:k received returns from Govern- 
ors, or other authorities of the Siates, or from mem- 
be’s themselves, and made up such a list as he was 
able. The bill gave an official form to the evi- 
dence on which he proceeded. So far from inter- 
fering with the rights of the States as to electing 
and certifying as best pleased themselves, it con- 
firmed those rights. It established State rights, 
not destroyed them. It took away from the Clerk 
the power of making a House, not conferred it. If 
the first two sections should be stricken out, all 
that was most valuable in the bill would be lost. 
It would leave the House subject to be turned, as 
it had lately been, into a perfect bear-garden. 

The question now came up on the first amend- 
ment to the bill, viz: on striking out the word 
“forthwith,” in the first section, which was agreed to. 

Mr. HABERSHAM observed that the question 
was a very important one, and the House but thin, 
and taken rather by surprise; he would therefore 
make a motion that the committee rise. 

{Loud remonsirances were heard; and requests 
to withdraw or change the form of the motion. } 

Mr. H. consented to withdraw the motion. 
Whereupon— 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that this bill be laid 
aside, and that the committee take up the bill to re- 
duce pay and mileage. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL addressed some re- 
marks, apparently to Mr. Hatstep, which could 
not be heard by the reporter. He was unders'ood 
as saying something about his entertaining great 
doubts as to the constitutionality of the bill. He 
concluded by asking Mr. Hatstep in what sense 
he understood the word *‘House,” in the clause 
which made each House the judge of the elections 
and returns of its own members. 

Mr. HALSTED replied that there were differ- 
ent consiruc'ions put upon the word; his own con- 
struction always had been, that those who met at 
the opening of a session were nota ‘House’? ull 
they were regularly organized ; but a majority of 
the House, in the case of the New Jersey election, 
had decided otherwise. The purpose of this bill 
was to declare what a House was, and when and 
how it should be organized, according to law, and 
not according to the will of any individual. The 
difficulty which had occurred in the New Jersey 
case would occur again, and was liable always to 
occur so long as the present mode of proceeding 
was allowed to continue, and the Clerk was suf- 
fered to call the members from a list made in his 
own way and on his own evidence. It placed the 
rights of the members, and the rights of their con- 
Stituents, all in the power of one man; and he 
bound by no oath, and guided by no rule, bat his 
own discretion. The bill didnot give—it restrain- 
ed this arbitrary power, and placed it under rule of 
law. 


Gentlemen had spoken of the bill as if it created 
or conferred some new power; but what could be 
greater than the power now in the hands of the 
Clerk of a former Congress, by his mere ipse dizit 
to form a House of Representatives, and make 
both a Speaker and a Clerk? This unauthorized 
power, which might change, and which on a late 
occasion did change, the whole political aspect of 
the House, this bill limited and restrained. Its 
operation was not to violate the will of the people, 
but to carry that will into effect. The bill declared 
how that will should be manifested; it proposed an 
orderly, quiet mode of organizing a House till 





questions cf contested election could be regularly 
brought to a decision. 

Bat what was the idea of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? (Mr. Bnown.] He was for allow- 
ing two members to come, claiming to have been 
elected in the third district of Philadelphia, and 
both take their seats, and both vote for Speaker; 
and if two might, twenty might; and if from one 
district, then from ail. This bill would prevent so 
monsirous a proceeding. The gentleman’s notion 
seemed to be that adverse claimants were to come 
into that hall, and each party call upon their own 
triends to sustain them—and this to continue till the 
passions of men became exasperated; their obstinacy 
roused; and thus, delays of weeks intervene, while 
the public business was set aside, and the country 
kindled into a flame. All this had happened; and, 
but for a magnanimous forbearance worthy of all 
praise, members would have come to blows on that 
floor; and if one blow had been given, blood would 
instantly have flowed, and a convulsion occasioned 
in the country which would never have ceased till 
our Constitution was prostrated, and this proud pile 
reduced to a smoking ruin. He could not see on 
what ground gentlemen objected to so reasonable 
a measure asthe bill proposed. It did not under- 
take finaily to settle the right to any seat; it left 
that just where the Constitution left it—to the 
House, after it was organized and sworn, and be- 
came a body capable of united action. 

it provided not that every man should come 
who claimed a seat, and vote, without oatb, on the 
credentials of others, and for Speaker and Clerk; 
but that some one person (if gentlemen did not 
like the Clerk, let them appoint a member) should 
be authorized to form a list of men having a prima 
facie tit'e to seats, and who should act under oath. 
It was vain to say that men would not come there 
without some evidence of their authority: they had 
done so, and they might do so again. Was it wise 
to leave the matter under such a contingency? 
Who could say how far a bold and reckless ambi- 
tion would carry men? Men differed widely on 
political subjecis, whether of constitutionality or of 
expediency. Whocould take a calm, judicious, 
unbias‘ed view of things where his own interest or 
ambilion was deeply involved? The bill aimed to 
prevent contest, and violence, and bloodshed: ail it 
said to the claimant of a seat was, ‘‘stand back for 
a moment, till your claim can be heard and adjudi- 
cated upon.” Was this too much? 


If the bili was not perfect, (and be was far from 
saying that it was—perfection did not belong to the 
work of human hands,) let gentlemen, instead of at 
once destroying, endeavor to amend it. Mr. H. 
had himself some amendments which he proposed 
to offer at a proper time: his main object had been 
one which all who were the friends of peace and 
order could not but approve. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN. The gentleman had 
referred to a time when this House remained three 
weeks without organization. Yes, so it did: and 
why? It only showed that the House took the re- 
quisite time to consider and to sett well the ques- 
tion, who were its members and who were not; but 
the gentleman wanted that momentous question to 
be decided ina moment. This House had taken 
three weeks to settle it; and was not this better than 
leaving one man to decide it on the fi¥st day of 
their meeting? 

The gentleman was very apprehensive that per- 
sons not authorized would make a Speaker, and 
thus appoint the committees of the House, and give 
it its party complexion. Buthow easily might this 
same thing be done on his own plan, by collusion 
between a party Governor and the Clerk of the 
House? This had been attempted in Pennsylva- 
nia by a Secretary of State, and a minority of the 
returning officers of Philadelphia county. False 
returns were made at midnight, and despatched be- 
fore the morrow’s dawn to the seat of Government. 
When the regular and authentic returns came, the 
door was closed against them, and they would not 
be received by the Secretary, nor submitted by him 
to the Houce for its action. But upon the false re- 
turns was attempted an organization, which, if it 
had succeeded, would have completely overturned 
the Government of the State, and drenched its fair 
fields in blood. Thus, here might a Governor of 
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a Sta e. or a return! fiiser, by cullu-ion with a 
clerk, fi'l here ©-als with those w4o were not elect- 
ed by the people t. fil them. Bat, says the gen- 
‘leman from New Jersey, |Mr. Hatstep,] it is 
only to organ’ze the H V7hea this is done, 
the whole dispn’e ca be exemined into and prop- 
erly vetiled. But does he not know that, by this 
organization, a Speaker may be made, and @ com- 


mittee appointed, by rv votes of these fraud- 
viently introdced members; and that these ‘and 
ulenly in'roduce? rs wil! have a vote upon 
their colleagaes in iniqaits? Tue th ny wes not 
new—)t had been atieinptel in his ewa Siaie, and 


mirht be here. 

Mr. B. had hms gore there with certificates 
showing a major ty ot 800 voters, but ne was not 
allowed to Jay it upon the Clerk’s desk. No, he 
was not allowed to lay the commission which the 
people gave him upon the iable of this Clerk; al- 
though, when the case was examine’ by a com- 
Mittee, ii was found, after every deduction, that he 
had a clear majority of 700. This was not the 
way of remov: the difficulty. The very 
that the House bad| been three weeks in organiz ng, 
and thet uoder such a siate of excitement, within 
and withont the Honse, as almost 1-1 to open 
bloodshed, was in it<cif an argument more potent 
than any of a!! others in faver of leaving the ques- 
tion to be settled there, on that floor, in the face of 
God and of the Americaa peopie, and subject to 
their judgment alone; and not oi se titling it by mid 
night cabals and by the instrumentality of a Clerk 
wholly irresponsible. Mr. B., with much vebe- 
mence, protested against all these attempts at the 
simplification of our institations—those unhallowed 
efforts to break down the bulwarks which had been 
the safeguard of boi British and American liberty. 
By this simplification of the mechiery of free 
government, a greai State of this Confederacy had 
been shaken to its very centre, and mad: to reel 
and toiter under the blow. Had that been at- 
tempted here, these magnificent hails micht have 
been dyed with American blood, and ‘he fair fields 
of our free and happy country desolated by the 
torch of civil discord. No; this Amvrican people 
never would submit to have a petty Cierk, respon- 
sible to nobody, the mere puppet and ‘oo! of party 
leaders, sitting here in judgment on men whom 
they had freely chosen as their Representatives, 
and denying them their standing oa that floor—no 
noi for a moment. 


The gentleman never could have seen how much 
the peace and good government of this country de- 
pended on the sacrecuess of its cleeiion pu wer, or 
he never would have brought here a bill like that. 
When that House of Representatives ceased to be 
the breath of the nostrils of the people, fresh and 
pure, gentlemen might rely on it the people would 
take the regulation of the matter into their own 
hands. This popular representative body con- 
trolled by law! Never, never. They never would 
suffer it. That House was the creature of the Con- 
stiiution, not of law. This bill would put it un- 
der law, and thus suffer the Executive and the 
Senate to say h that House shouid be organ- 
ized. ‘The Constitution expressly forbade any such 
interference; it said that the House itself, and the 
House alone, should be the judge of that whole 
matter. = most odious, the most revolting ty- 
ranony thafhistory rec: rded, had been perpetrated 
under color of law. He wasafraid of the very be- 
ginnings ef such an attempt. He hoped, he trust- 
ed, the House would ra‘her submit to some little 
inconveniences than submit to the cortrol of a 
hair’s we'ght in a matter so vital to freedom. Bet- 
ter to bear the ills we have, than rush to others that 
we know not of. He had beenin fear of this; morein 
fear of it, than of that temporary confusion which 
the gentleman seemed so much to dread. The 
gentleman bad, in his own case, submitted cheer- 
fully to the judgment of the Hou: e, which ruled 
him out. Batif i: had been the Clerk, and not 
the House, wao did it, by refusing to pu! down hi« 
name upon his arbitrary list—if the gentieman had 
had the spirit of one of the citizens of his State, 
(New Jersey,) he would, with his kni‘e, have nail- 
ed his credentials to the desk. If it had been Mr. 
B.’s case, he would have nailed not merely the cer- 
tificate to that table, but the hand with it, which 


, 


fact | 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








had struck k his name from the record of the peo- 
ple’s Representatives. When we submitted to tyr- 
anny, we deserved to be slaves, 

The gen''eman forgot the stirring appeal he 
made to the peop'e of his own Svate against the 
conduct of a Clerk of this House in that very New 
Jers v election. But, under his new bill, shou!d 
the Cler’* reiuse his name, to whom could he ap- 

al? The gentleman urged that the Clerk would 
be acting under sanction of law. Yes, and what 
security had he that this officer would always be 
too pure to be approached by corruption? What 
pledge had he that. if the first returns sent him did 
not spit his taste, he would not make another 
House that pleased him better? 

The discussion was continued by Mr. UNDER- 
WOOD, who replied to the remarks of Mr. Brows, 
commenting upon the beautiful spectac!i2 wo ch 
would be exhibite’ here if the ideas of that 
man were tobe carried out. The object of the bill 
was precitely to avert sue: scenes as those which 
the gent'eman had Geseribed 

And Mr. U. tnd his intention 
amendment to the second section, when in order. 

Mr. POWNE moved the commrittee rise; which 
motion pevaiiiag, the committee rose. 

And the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Fripay, Aucust 5, 

Oa motion of Mr. BAGBY, leave was grented 
to withdra'y from the files the petition and papers 
of Wilbam Barclay and others. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had bec referred the petition of 
Margatet Biavne:sasset, praying indemnity for 
damages dove the pro; ry of her ausband, by the 
authorities of the U: ved States, at the time of his 
arrest for his suppose a connexion with Aaron 
reported that the committee bad instructed 
him to ask iheir discharge from its further consider- 
ation. This motion was accompanied by a report, 
vehich was ordered to be printed. {Mrs. Blanner- 
hasset died since the appliesiion was made ] 

Mr. BATES, from the Commitiee on Pensions, 
reportei adver sely to the passage of th > House 
biils granting a pension to Catharine Alien, w:dow 
of Henry Allen, and for the relief of Jared G ossage. 

Ter reperted back, with an amend- 


1842 


Burr, 


r. BATE3 also 
ment, Louse bill entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Amaziah Goodwin.” 

Oa motion of Mr. BATES, (the previous orders 
having been postponed for the purpos’,) the fol- 
] wing joint resolution was taken up, explained by 
Me. we and passed, viz 

tesolved hy the Senate and Tlouse of Representatives of 
the United States of Avuierica in Congress assgmb/ed, That 
the benefits of tne act entitied “An 2ct granug hali-pay and 
pensions to certain widows,” approved the 7:n day of July, 
1833, shall not be withheld from any widow whose husband 
died after the paseage of the act of 7th June, 1332, and before 
the act of the 7th July, 1838, if ocherwise enutled to the same. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
oe biils; which were taken up in cominittee, 
considered, reported to Senate, read the third 
time, and passed, viz: 

An act in relation to the district court of the 
northern district of New York; and 

An act regulating the services of the several 
judges of the Territory of Lowa, 

Mr. CRAFTS, from the Committee on Pricting, 
to which had been referred the question of printing 
a report from the Engineer department of the sur- 
vey of the straits of Detroit, reported in favor of 
printing the report, except the chart of the strai's 
accomparving. 

Messrs. WOODBRIDGE, PORTER, and 
YOUNG, made some remarks in favor of printing 
the chart accompanying; and Mr. CRAFTS de. 
tended the conclusion of the committee, that it 
was useless to print the chart. 

The question was then taken en concurring in 
the report of the committee; and it was non-con- 
curred in—ayes 17, noes 18. 

Mr. KING suggested that the Senate having 
non-concurred in ihe report of the com mittee, com- 
pletely reversed its conclusion, by passing in favor 
of printing the chart, and adversely to printing the 
report which the chart accompanied. The proper 
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motion would be to moveto amend the report of 
the committee, by including the chart in the mo- 
tion to print. Mr. K. then made some remarks 
against the print.ng of the chart, which he said 
would cost some $300 er $400, without proving 
of any benefit to ry country. 

The CHAIR «aid he m'suanderst 
the commitiee. 
pat. 

Mr. Cones moved to amend the re- 
port of the comn vitte by including the chart. 

Mr. McROBERTS ama to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, and on that motion demanded the 
yeas an.) nave, which were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being put, it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 17, nays 26. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Woopsripce; when 

Messrs. KING, SEVIER, and CALHOUN op- 
posed te printing of the chart, and Messrs. AL- 
LEN, WOODBRIDGE, PORTER, and TALL- 
MADGE advocated it; arguing that the expense 
incurred for the survey, amounting to some $3 000 
or $4,000, will have been uselessly expended, if 
the chars be not printed. 

The question was then taken, and the report 
was amenced by includiog the chart. The report 
was then concurred in. 

Oa motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
graoted to withdraw irom the files the petition of 
the heirs of John Hopkins for commutation pay. 
THE BILL FOR THE ORGANIZATION OF 

THE ARMY. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Milila- 
ry Affairs, to which bad been referred the bill (as 
returned from the House, with num¢rous amend- 
ments) respecting the organizatiun of the army, 
and for other purpose’, reported the same back, with 
a recommendation thet the Senate disagree to all 
the amendments of the House, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. Mr. P. said the object of 
the committee was partly this: ‘There was a disa- 
greemeut between the two Hou-es cn the bill ma- 
king appropriation tor the support of the army and 
the military academy at West Point. This bill was 
designed for the purpose of compromising these 
differesces on the army appropriation bill; which 
it seemed had failed to satisty the House. Thusi 
was that the Senate had asked and appointed 
committee of conference oa it. The purpose ef 
the committee, in askiug a conference on this bill, 
wa‘, that, one bill being dependent on the other, 
both should come betore a conference at the 
same time. 

The question was then pu! on disagreeing to the 
amendments of the House to the bill respecting the 
organization of the army, and carried in the af- 
firmative. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, a committee of 
conference was then appointed by the Chair, con- 
sisting of the same Senators «s constituted the com- 
mittee on the army appropriation bill, viz. Messrs. 
Preston, Benton, and Evans. 

The biilin addition to the act to promote the 
progress of the usefal arts, was read the third time 
and passed. 


od the report of 
The question was erroneously 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the revenue bill was 
taken wp end read a third time. The question be- 
ing, “Shall this bil! pass?” 

Mr. CALHOUN rose, and said that the tariff 
bill of 1828 was justly cailed a bill of abomina- 
tions. But, bad as it was, this is infinitely worse. 
The average of daties by this bill on the necessa- 
ries of life will be 10 per cent. greater than was 
the average of the tariff bill of 1828. There were 
other differences. He might point to the harshness 
of this biil; its more immediate ¢ peration—going 
into effect on its passage, 
months, as the law of 1828 did. He might also 
pcint to the inequality of duties, and their injurious 
operation. There were two other important con- 
sidcrations: the setting aside of the comprowise 
act, and the viola'ion of the solemn pledge given 
in the disiribution act—that if duties exceed 20 per 
cent., the land fund shall be restored to the treas- 
ury. 

He pointed out the prosperous impulse which 
the industry of the country had received under the 


instead of giving three* 
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